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DICKENS OUTDONE. 

The Westminster Review has declared, in its number 
of last month, that comprehensive law reform can only 
be expected as a consequence of reform in Parliament. 
Public feeling, says the reviewer, is but languid on 

_ the subject of legal abuses; and we might add that, in the 
opinion of many persons,.it would be difficult now to 
raise any very vehement agitation for the remodelling of 
the House of Commons. But if the nation neither feels 
the burden pressing on it, nor cares to take measures to 
obtain relief, we cannot but apprehend that the hopes 
of our law reformers are doomed to grievous disap- 

intment. It will not, however, be the fault of the 
estminster Review if this pernicious apathy be not dis- 
turbed. The Court of Chancery, and certain officers of the 


' court, who are called by those who understand its prac- | 
tice ‘‘ solicitors,” and by those who merely talk about 
it “‘ attorneys,” are selected by the reviewer as the most 
| signal disgrace of our legal system. The writer, desir- 
ing, of course, to inspire confidence in his conclusions, 


begins with a little pictorialembellishment. The Court 

of Chancery is personified as holding in its hands, in- 

stead of just weights and measures, ‘ unequal balances 

and false keys.” What the Court of Chancery is to do 

with the latter implements we are not informed, and 

probably the words were only introduced to round a 
riod. 

We ought scarcely, perhaps, to urge any serious com- 
'plaint against an attack upon the profession which is in- 
| troduced by a quotation from ‘‘ Bleak House.” The 
| writer evidently intends to warn us, that, although we 
“may find him dull, he has not the least intention to be 
“serious; and that, if he has not naturally as much 
imagination as Cuartes Dickens, he intends to make 
the most of what he does possess. ‘* How comes it,” he 
-asks, ‘if the Court of Chancery be so horrible a place 
| as has been described, that so many hapless victims are 
‘induced to enter it?” It is owing to the solicitors, 
/whom it pleases him to call “‘ attorneys,” that suits in 
| Chancery are commenced. ‘To the attorney employed 
‘such a suit is a fortune :”—a statement which contrasts 
"rather strangely with the experience of attorneys them- 
selves, who have of late years been rather hardly put 
"to it to contrive to do Chancery business without 
actually losing money. So far from being “a rich 
field for legal spoilers,” the Court of Chancery has 
‘of late become a place where the alleged spoilers 
thave themselves been spoiled by the operation of 
‘changes which superseded to a great extent the old 
scale of remuneration, but omitted, until this very week, 
“to provide a new one. The notion of a solicitor ‘“ tak- 
‘ing advantage of individual weakness,” to originate 
| proceedings out of which “‘he knows with certainty he 
will have a fortune,” is a ludicrous exaggeration which 

would be of questionable propriety in a novel, and is 
quite unworthy of a grave review. The fact is, that 
even under the new scale of costs, which was published 
on Saturday last, it is very doubtful whether a solicitor 


| provincial solicitor does ‘‘serve his own ends” 
| tempting his client not to litigate but to compromise or 
| sleep upon his fancied claims. 








ness where the subject-matter of the suit is under the 
value of £1,000. Perhaps he may not be willing to 
refuse such business when it comes to him without his 
seeking it, and the parties interested are in. other re- 
spects valuable clients. But to talk of solicitors ‘* wor? t- 
ing their way into houses,” and seeking for ‘ discre- 
pancy of temper and principle” in the members of a 
family, in order to embroil them in a Chancery suit, is 
to propagate fables too monstrous even for the cheapest 
and coarsest of romances. The truth we take to be, 


| that London suits pay the solicitor badly, and country 
| suits hardly pay him at all; and there is, consequently, 


a general reluctance on the part of provincial solicitors 
to engage in Chancery business. In fact, the small 
proportion of country as compared with London causes 
can only be accounted for on the supposition, that the 


by 


The Westminster Reviewer evidently knows nothing at 
all of the actual state of that “terrible court” into 
which ravenous ‘‘attorneys” are supposed by him to 
lure or force their clients; and it cannot, therefore, be 
expected that the remedies he presently suggests will 
possess the smallest practical utility. And yet the 
article before us has evidently been written to serve as 
a word in season to our legislators on entering 
upon a session which promises to afford opportunity for 
law reform. The review, too, in which it appears is a 
publication of such high authority that a ready and 
confident writer may safely venture to handle in its 


| pages a subject of which he knows next to nothing 


The reputation of the whole work will cover the defi- 
ciencies of individual contributors ; and, besides, as this 
reviewer has himself told us, people in general know 
little, and care less, about law reform, and they are 
ready enough to fall into the views of any one who will 
tell them as with authority that Chancery abuses may be 
simply and shortly cured, and that they only subsist 
thus long because the cunning and cupidity of the 
practitioners has been unwisely tolerated by an idle and 
indulgent legislature. 

We do not ourselves presume to speak with the 
weight of the Westminster Review, but this is a subject 
upon which we do know something, and it is our duty 
to point out that as the evils complained of are toa 
great extent imaginary, so the remedy proposed for 
them would disappoint its patrons and produce very 
serious inconveniences. We shall not follow the re- 
viewer into the details of the comparison he has drawn 
between the solicitor and the barrister. It is enough to 
say that he knows very little indeed of solicitors, and of 
the way in which they do their business ; and that when 
he has acquainted himself more thoroughly with the 
subject upon which he undertakes to write, he will find 
reason to modify his conclusions. We believe, too, 
that when he has seen more of the actual working of 
legal business, he will recognise the soundness of 
the general conclusion, that the functions of the barrister 
and solicitor are different, and that the interests of the 
client will be best promoted by employing each branch 
of the profession in its own peculiar sphere. Undoubt- 
edly we can imagine a case where the client might 
receive more cheaply and speedily from counsel 
direct the advice which he obtains through the inter- 
vention ofa solicitor. But it must be borne in mind 
that it is the usual business of counsel to resolve diffi- 
cult questions arising in some one department of the law 
which he makes his peculiar study. The solicitor is 
required to know the leading principles of every branch 
of law; and he must also possess an acquaintance with 
the world and its ways, which is more likely to be lost 
than gained by profound legal study. The West- 
minster Review most unfairly contrasts a barrister who 
does his work weil with a solicitor who does his work 


will find it worth his while to undertake Chancery busi- | badly; and thence infers that the barrister should, in 
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general, undertake both duties. But is there no incom- 
petence and no carelessness to be found among the 
members of the bar? Do instances never occur where 
serious miscarriage in the conduct of a cause has been 
avoided by the experience and caution of the solicitor ? 
It is possible, we admit, that even a carefully drawn 
case may appear to a practised counsel to contain much 
matter that might have been omitted. But is it not 
equally true that counsel often present to judges state- 
ments and arguments that to long exercised discernment 
appear irrelavent? And if the story, as it comes from 
the solicitor, is unnecessarily prolix, how much more 
cumbrous and obscure is it likely to have been when 
narrated originally by the client? We do not deny that 
cases are sometimes drawn by careless or ignorant 
solicitors; nor will it, we suppose, be denied that 
opinions are sometimes given by barristers who deserve 
the same uncourtly epithets. It is not at all unlikely 
that barristers might be found to discharge most efti- 
ciently the duties of solicitors ; and it is also very pro- 
bable that we could name solicitors who would acquit 
themselves most creditably at the bar. But it is our 
opinion, nevertheless, that legal, like most other labour, 
will be best done by bein: divided. This opinion is 
generally held, even incce...iries where the two branches 
of the profession are not so distinctly separate as in 
England ; and, we believe, that when the Westminster 
reviewer rests from writing and begins to think, he will 
see that the opinion is a sound one, and that the legal 
reforms for which he is so anxious are not likely to be 
facilitated by subverting it. 
ences eians 
THE CIRCUITS. 

In Pavtt’s History of England we read the following 
passage :—‘‘ In the winter of 1164, important measures 
of Government were taken, and comprised in what was 
called an assize. Their object was the keeping of the 
peace, and the execution of justice. ‘This attribute of 
the royal oftice was, according to old customs shown 
by precise precedents, committed by Henry II. (who 
was often abroad) to his itinerant justices. All England 
was for this purpose divided into six districts, for each 
of which three judges were appointed.” Hence it 
appears that our existing circuit arrangements can 
plead an antiquity of no less than 693 years—a lon- 
gevity which, for so mere a question of detail and conve- 
nience, is almost supernatural. It would seem doubtful, 
however, whether this venerable institution is destined 
to arrive at an age just ten times as great as that which 
marks the limit at which human life becomes labour and 
sorrow; for we understand that a commission, appointed 
for the purpose of revising and improving it, is about to 
hold its first sitting. We shall look with some anxiety 
for their report, for the subject is one of very consider- 
able interest to every member of the legal profession, 
as well as to the public at large. Pending their deli- 
berations, we would submit a few remarks on the sub- 
ject to the attention of those whom it may concern. 
“We are not of the number of those who think that the 
circuits and their appendages either can or ought to be 
abolished. County courts and stipendiary magistrates 
are excellent institutions ; but we are firmly convinced 
that we cannot take too much pains to secure the very 
highest minds that are to be had for the decision of 
questions affecting life or permanent liberty, and the 
most important controversies as to property. Nor is it 
a slight advantage of the English as compared with the 
French administration of justice, that the same judges 
preside in all parts of the country, and that the same 
law prevails at York, Lewes, Norwich, and Carnarvon; 
whereas Bordeaux, Marseilles, Strasburg, Rouen, and 
many other cities are each the centre of a little district, 
governed by its own interpretations of the general law. 
For these, and for some other reasons, we cannot agree 
with those who look upon the assizes as an antiquated 





anomaly destined to give way to local jurisdictions, 
Whilst, however, we should wish to see the principle of 
the present arrangement retained, the details appear to us 
to be very ill contrived, and to require a great deal 
of modification. Of the eight circuits, into which 
England and Wales are divided, two—the Northern and 
the Home—are so much larger than the others, that 
they probably yield more business than all the rest put 
together. In these circuits, Liverpool and York in the 
one case, and Kingston or Guildford in the other, 
stand in much the same relation to the rest of the 
circuits, as the circuit itself occupies with respect to other 
circuits. ‘The result of this is, that whilst the business 
is often over on the smaller circuits by the beginning of 
April, or the early part of August, it often lasts several 
weeks longer on the two larger ones. There can 
be little doubt that this concentration of business 
at a few points operates most injuriously on the 
bar, and through them on their clients. The immense 
a of business in the large circuits attracts to 
them almost all the abler members of the profession, 
and the consequence is, that the inhabitants of extensive 
districts of the country are deprived of the advantage of 
having advocates of any considerable ability, unless 
they are able to go to the enormous expense of a spe- 
cial retainer, or to adopt the almost equally unpleasant 
course of trying their causes in London, or at a distant 
assize town. It sometimes happens that one or two 
barristers of more than the average ability are found 
in a small circuit. Such men become Tritons amongst 
the minnows, and seriously disturb the administration 
of justice by overmatching those to whom they are 
habitually opposed. For these reasons we regard the 
inequality of the extent of the different circuits as a 
serious inconvenience. 

There are, however, other defects in the existing 
state of things. Various circumstances have con- 
tributed of late years to diminish very consider- 
ably the amount of business done in many of the 
less important counties. We could mention towns 
where, in former times, twenty, thirty, or forty 
causes were tried at the assizes, at which a cause list 
of eight or ten is now considered heavy. It is impos- 
sible to see the apparatus which is brought to bear upon 
so small a matter without a smile. ‘Two judges, twenty 
or thirty barristers, the high-sheriff and his chaplain, 
a small regiment of javelin men, and a curious troop of 
farmers and country squires come together twice a year 
in dingy old country towns, which are hardly ever en- 
livened by any other incident, to try, perhaps, two or 
three insignificant actions, and ten or twelve prisoners. 
We doubt whether, on any circuit except the Home and 
the Northern, so many as a hundred causes are tried on 
anaverage. On the Western Circuit last summer there 
were not more than thirty-five, and on the Midland 
about the same number. On the former there are six, 
and on the latter seven, assize towns, which would give 
to each place an average of less than six causes; and 
even this number is greatly too high, for a very lange 
proportion of the civil business of the Western Circuit 
is transacted at Bristol, and of the Midland Circuit at 
Warwick. We learn from the report on Public Pro- 
secutors, that in the year 1853 there were as many as 
eleven English counties in which not more than thirty- 
five prisoners were tried at the assizes, whilst the 
average number in ten Welsh counties was only thir- 
teen and a half, or about seven prisoners at each assize. 
Between each of these small bits of employment come 
the intervals necessary for travelling, and for a com- 
mission day on which nothing is done. Surely this 
is a very clumsy and very wasteful arrangement. 
We are not prepared to state any detailed plan 
for its remedy; but some of the elements of such 
a plan seem obvious enough. Means might readily 
be found for diminishing the enormous amount of 
business with which the Home and Northern Cir- 
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cuits are encumbered. If the Oxford and Norfolk 
Circuits respectively terminated at Reading and Hert- 
ford, a considerable number of the London causes which 
are too late for the sittings after term, and are, conse- 
quently, entered for the Surrey Assizes, might be tried 
at those places; and the propriety of adding York to 
the Midland circuit has been repeatedly mooted. Some- 
thing, also, might be done by extending the application 
of the principle recognised when Liverpool was created 
into an assize town. It is impossible to give any reason 
why there should be only one assize a year at Bristol; 
and it is perfectly absurd to continue to punish the 
town for the riots of 1831 by confining the assize to 
civil business. And it is very hard to say why 
Birmingham, with a quarter of a million of in- 
habitants, should not supersede Warwick, which can 
barely count 20,000. It is rather a pedantic adher- 
ence to old notions about the division of England 
into counties to include in the list of assize towns 
Oakham, Huntingdon, and Flint, and exclude from it 
Leeds, Manchester, and Merthyr. The following list, 
extracted from the report which we have already quoted, 
of the number of prisoners tried at the borough sessions 
of five towns at which the assizes are not held, and of five 
towns at which they are, is a singular legal curiosity. 
In five towns in which no assizes were held there were 
tried, at the borough sessions, in 1853, 1,501 prisoners ; 
viz., at 





Birmingham 326 
Bristol 206 
Leeds 305 
Manchester 551 
Portsmouth 113 

Total ... 1,501 


At five assize towns there were tried at the borough 
sessions for the same year, 94; viz., at 


SOUR seek tee «ace neat” eter ee” Nant nae 
OWNON cs vee cual age! <node aca? ae Oo 
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Warwick... 19 
Winchester ... 24 

Total 94 


And the number of prisoners tried at the borough ses- 
sions at many of the other assize towns was so small as 
to be excluded from the return. The truth is, that the 
principle of having one assize town for each county is 
quite worn out. The number might be most advan- 
tageously diminished very considerably ; or, if it were 
considered desirable to retain the principle of the local 
administration of justice, it would save much time and 
cost little money to try the prisoners and the causes of 
three or four counties at their respective county towns 
alternately, instead of presenting each of them every 
year with a lively illustration of the nursery rhyme 
about the four-and-twenty tailors who went to killa 
a, at the expense of the Bench, the Sheriff, and the 
ar. 


i 


Legal News. 


In the case of Kingsford v. Merry, a full report of the 
trial, with the judgment of the Court of Exchequer, 
the case on appeal, and the judgment of the Exchequer 
Chamber, has been published as a shilling pamphlet, 
and we have examined it with considerable curiosity to 
see how far the observations of the Chief Baron and 
Mr. Baron Marri, made in the Court of Exchequer on 
the 20th ult., would appear to be well founded. Those 
remarks were so very strong and positive as to induce 
us to found upon them some reflections which we cer- 
tainly should not have made if we had been aware at 
the time of writing them that the defendant’s legal ad- 


statement of the judges. We have, on the one hand, a 
declaration from the bench that ‘‘ the case was presented 
to the Court of Error on a totally erroneous statement 
of the facts,” and ‘‘ was in itself utterly unintelligible ;” 
and, on the other hand, the assertion of the defendant’s 
attorney, on the authority of his three counsel, that 
‘“*the case fully and correctly set forth the whole of the 
facts proved on the trial, and fully and clearly raises all 
the points relied on by the defendant.” Now it cer- 
tainly appears to us, on a careful comparison of the 
case with the evidence in the pamphlet, that the former 
does correctly state the substance of the latter, and 
that any difficulty which may occur to a reader of the 
case arises from the deficiency or obscurity of the evi- 
dence itself, rather than from any carelessness or want 
of skill in the counsel who epitomised it for the Court 
of Error. 

The present position of this case furnishes a striking 
example of the extent to which legal ingenuity may 
complicate a tolerably plain question when the amount 
in dispute is large enough, or the passions of the liti- 
gants and the sympathy of their friends are warmly 
enough excited, to call forth the utmost resources of 
forensic skill and subtlety. The leading counsel for the 
plaintiffs at the trial was Mr., now Baron, BRAMWELL, 
and we may presume that the action was brought under 
his advice. He says, in his opening address to the jury, 
“by the law of the land, a person who obtains goods 
under false pretences, not under a contract of sale, but 
by false pretences, acquires no property in them, and 
cannot give to any one else a better title than he 
has himself.” This, we apprehend, is no very ab- 
struse or dubious proposition of law, and it is exactly 
the same as enunciated by Mr. Justice WicHrMaNn 
in the Exchequer Chamber. The plaintiffs’ counsel 
stated, and proved by his witnesses, the facts from 
which he drew the inference that ANDERSON did obtain 
the goods ‘“‘ under false pretences, and not under a 
contract of sale ;” and these facts are by no means 
complicated, nor does there appear much doubt as to 
the soundness of the conclusion drawn from them by 
Mr. BraMweELt at the trial, and by the Court of Ex- 
chequer Chamber onthe appeal. We are even disposed 
to wonder how a different view of these facts could 
possibly have been adopted by the Chief Baron at the 
trial, and by the Court of Exchequer on the discussion 
of the rule. If, however, we had heard the argument 
of the defendant’s counsel, we might possibly have to 
confess that there was more to be said for their view of 
the question than we had thought. But, however the 
complications of the case may have been brought about, 
it is certain that Mr. BRAMWELL at the beginning of the 
pamphlet before us, and Mr. Justice WiGuTMANn at the 
end of it, agree entirely both in the aspect which they 
put upon the facts, and in the law which they apply 
to them. It would, therefore, appear that this litigation 
has arisen rather out of opposition to the policy or 
justice of the law than from the inherent difficulties of 
theloyal question. ‘‘ Hardcases,” it has been said recently, 
‘make bad law ;” and the ruling of the Chief Baron in 
Kingsford v. Merry seems to prove that they also some 
times lead to inconsiderate conclusions on points of fact. 

The feeling in the city of the injustice of the decision 
against Mr. Merry will, probably, be heightened by 
a perusal of the evidence before us. It was difficult 
to understand on reading the report of the case in 
Banco and in the Court of Error how merchants of 
ordinary prudence could have been imposed upon, as 
the plaintiffs were, by ANDERSON. But the negligence 
with which we had supposed Messrs. Kincsrorp and 
Swrxrorp to be chargeable falls very far short of that 
which was actually proved against them. It will be 
remembered that ANDERSON obtained from LEAsK, a 
broker, two delivery orders, on the pretext that he 
wanted them to enable him to inspect the goods. He 





visers had published a contradiction as positive as the 


then took these orders to the plaintiffs, told them that 
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he had purchased the goods from LEAs, and requested 
them to deliver the goods to his order at Custom-house 
Quay. ‘There was a conflict of testimony between 
Leask and the plaintiff Kinasrorp as to the indorse- 
ment upon one of the two warrants. LeAsK swore 
that he had indorsed both warrants ‘to be delivered at 
Custom-house Quay to my order ;” but one only of the 
warrants produced by KinGsrorp, as received by him 
from ANDERSON, had this indorsement, and the only 
name upon the back of the other was ‘‘THomas 
Broomuat..” But taking the condition of these docu- 
ments as described by either witness, it did appear to 
us remarkable that Kincsrorp should have accepted 
ANDERSON’s statement without inquiry. This, how- 
ever, he did, and ordered the goods to be deposited at 
the wharf in the name of AnpEeRsON. ‘This was on 
Nov. 21, 1853. By a piece of good fortune which 
might be wanting to more careful men, the plaintiffs’ 
clerk ordered the goods to be deposited in their own 
names, and not in that of ANDERSON; and on Nov. 
26, the plaintiffs received a letter from Leask, complain- 
ing that the goods had not been delivered to his order, 
and thus shewing that the story told by ANDERSON five 
days before was false. By the happy mistake of the 
plaintiffs’ clerk, the goods were still within their 
control, and, if they had read and attended to LEAsk’s 
letter, ANpERsON’s fraud would have been dis- 
covered in time, and the loss and litigation would have 
been avoided. But on Nov. 29 ANDERSON called 
on Krnesrorp and represented to him that the 
goods had not been transferred into his name, and 
thereupon the transfer was made and the opportunity 
afforded to obtain a bond fide advance upon the goods from 
Merry. KrinGsrorp stated on his cross-examination 
that ‘‘ he never knew of Leask’s notice” till sometime 
afterwards. He thought it could not have been 
delivered at his office, but, if it were, ‘his partner 
might have opened it.” The plaintiffs, it must be 
admitted, shewed gross negligence, while the de- 
fendant’s conduct appears to have been perfectly regular 
and business-like ; and we cannot, therefore, wonder 
that indignation has been expressed at the judgment 
which condemns the latter to bear the loss. 


The long delayed Order of Court, fixing the new 
scales of Chancery costs, appeared last Saturday, and 
it will be found with the schedules in another part of 
this day’s impression. We cannot congratulate the 
profession on the result of this long suspense. The 
scales of fees do not, we believe, differ in any material 
respect from those which had been drawn up as far 
back as last July, and as they only apply to business 
done subsequent to the date of the order, it follows that 
serious loss has been sustained, while the question has 
remained unsettled, without any adequate compensation 
in the extent of the improvement now introduced. 
Whether it is possible to do business at a profit under 
the lower scale will best be proved by actual experience 
of its working, and it appears desirable that the trial 
should be fairly made, and that the solicitors should 
reserve their complaints until they are perfectly con- 
vinced that the evidence in support of them is over- 
whelming. d 
in the public mind that a Chancery suit is a mine of 
wealth to the fortunate solicitor engaged in it. The 
professional view of this question is certainly different 
trom that popularly entertained, for we believe that 
some solicitors do seriously doubt whether it will be 
worth their while to undertake Chancery business when 
the amount litigated shall be under £1,000. 

We trust it will appear, from the forthcoming report 
of the Committee on the Registration of Titles to 
Land, that the subject of conveyancing costs has been 
looked at from the point of view which the profession 
has so long contended for. The leading principle to be 
adopted in all cases we take to be, that regard should be 


The impression, we believe, is still afloat | 








had tothe actual skill and labour employed, and respon- 
sibility incurred, and not merely to the length or mul- 
tiplicity of the written forms. It was certainly expected, 
when the taxing masters in Chancery were appointed, 
that this principle would be applied to Chancery costs 
much more extensively than has ever yet been done, or 
appears to be now contemplated. The salaries of the 
taxing masters were fixed, as we apprehend, upon the 
supposition that they would find a wide scope for the 
exercise of discretion, and were not to be confined to 
the merely mechanical office of applying one or more 
schedules without discrimination in all cases. 


Cost oF A PROSECUTION. 

A bankrupt named Lillicrap, on coming before the Court of 
Bankruptcy, was ordered to be indicted criminally in respect to 
the concealment of property of the value of about £60. 

Mr. Bacurey, on behalf of the solicitor who conducted the 
prosecution, now applied for an order for the payment of the 
costs,—viz., £317. 

Mr. Commissioner GovLBuRN inquired how a prosecution at 
the Old Bailey for a simple offence could have cost so large a 
sum? What number of witnesses had been called, and had the 
bill been taxed ? 

Mr. Baciry. — There were twenty-three witnesses, and a 
great deal (£42) was struck off the bill on taxation at the 
Crown-Oflice. Some of the witnesses came from Brighton, 
The trial of Palmer was fixed for the same time. The witnesses 
had to be sent back to Brighton in consequence of the long time 
that trial occupied. 

The Commissioner could not imagine on what principle of 
taxation the Crown-Office proceeded that so large an amount 
as £311 could have been allowed in such a case. He should 
not make any order for payment without requiring certain 
affidavits. There were twenty-three witnesses, but he was 
informed that one witness who could have furnished material 
evidence—evidence that might have occasioned the bankrupt’s 
conviction—was not called. 

Mr. BaGiey urged that not less than £170 were actual costs 
out of pocket; and that, the prosecution having been directed 
by this court, it would be hard to mulct the attorney of his costs. 

His Honour thought it did not follow that costs must be 
paid in such a case as a matter of course. Suppose an attorney 
were to conduct a case carelessly, or in some other manner so 
that the conviction might fail, could it be said that the attorney 
ought to be paid his costs? He should require affidavits. 
Those affidavits must explicitly state the cause of the witness 
referred to not having been called. 

Mr. Baciey urged that the assignees had not desired to 
indict the bankrupt, but to leave his case to the jurisdiction of 
this court, and that it was by his Honour’s especial desire and 
direction that the indictment was preferred. 

His Honour said he would consider the case when the 
affidavits had been laid before him. 





TREATMENT OF A JURY. 


The jury who were locked up on Monday night on account 
of their not being able to agree upon their verdict in the case 
of Abraham Missenden, were next morning again brought into 
court. 

A jury in a criminal case are not allowed to have any re- 
freshment or fire, with the exception of candle-light, but with 
a view to remedy as far as was practicable the inconvenience 
to which they must necessarily be subjected by being confined 
in such inclement weather without any necessary comforts, 
the Under-Sheriff directed that the jury shonld be placed in 
the dining-room, in which there had been two large fires the 
whole of the evening, and a great number of lamps were also 
placed in it, and this to some extent increased the temperature. 
The jurymen earnestly entreated to be allowed to have some 
refreshment, but they were informed that the court could not 
legally grant their request. 

In answer to the Recorder, the Foreman, in an emphatic 
manner, said there was not the slightest chance of their 
agreeing. 

A surgeon was then sworn, and he stated that he had 
visited the jury that morning, and he was of opinion that it 
would endanger the life of one of them if he was kept any 
longer without nourishment. 

The RecorpER said that upon this statement he felt himself 
justified in discharging the jury without giving a verdict. 
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THE CASE oF Fanny Kay. 


Late on Monday evening Mr. Clark, the clerk of the Central 
Criminal Court, received a communication from Mr. Baron 
Martin, directing him to make out an order upon Sir Richard 
Mayne for the Turkish bonds that were found in the possess- 
sion of Pearce, one of the bullion robbers, to be delivered up to 
Mr. Rees, the solicitor to the South Eastern Railway, in trust 
for the benefit of Fanny Kay and her child. 





STaTIsTICcs OF CRIME. 


A blue-book, issued on Tuesday, gives tables showing the 
number of criminal offenders in the year 1855. A considerable 


must be attributed as much to the changes in the law as to 
the actual decrease of offences. The Criminal Justice Act of 
1855, and the Juvenile Offenders’ Act extend the powers of 
summary conviction, and so cut off the supply of candidates 


1855, against 29,359 in 1854, and 27,057 in 1853. 
was a decrease of 22°3 per cent. in Middlesex, of 20°3 and 11°6 
per cent. in Surrey and Kent, 20-2 in Monmouth, 19-2 in 
Cheshire, 9°4 in Stafford, 8.7 in Lancashire, 7.6 in Warwick, 
and 4:0 in Yorkshire. The decrease was not less remarkable 
in the agricultural counties, as in Suffolk, Dorset, Somerset, 
Berks, Lincoln, and Norfolk. An increase occnrred in Bedford, 
Bucks, Derby, Durham (21°9 per cent.), Northumberland, 
Notts, Northampton, Southampton, and Worcester. Offences 
against the person show a slight increase for murder, but the 
frightful increase of 88 per cent. in malicious stabbing and 
wounding. The newly defined offence of “assaulting and 
inflicting bodily harm” has risen 10 per cent. Violent of- 
fences against property have slightly, and ordinary offences 
against property very materially, decreased. In coining and 
offences against currency there is a decrease, but the forgery 
of notes has increased. Of the 25,972 culprits committed for 
trial in 1855, 5,967 were acquitted and discharged, 34 found to 
be insane, and 19,971 convicted. Of these 19,971 convicts 
50 were sentenced to death, 323 transported, 2,041 condemned 
to penal servitude, 17,397 imprisoned, and 160 fined or 
whipped. 11 persons were condemned to the scaffold for 
murder, 10 for attempts to murder, 20 for the crime of sodomy, 
2 for burglary with violence, 5 for robbery and wounding, and 
2 for arson of dwelling-houses. Only 7 out of the 50 were 
actually executed, and all of these were murderers. The 
maximum number of executions of late years has not exceeded 


15 (in 1849), and the minimum has been 5 (in 1854). 





ATTENDANCE OF SOLICITORS In Court. 


On Friday, the 30th ult., an application was made that a cause 
in which a decree had been taken the day before in the absence 
of either counsel or solicitor for the defendant, might be re-heard, 
the brief of counsel, which had been sent on Wednesday night, 
having remained in his letter-box until Friday morning, while 
the solicitor had been summoned to attend a funeral in the 
country. 

VicE-CHANCELLOR Woop took occasion to observe that 
solicitors seemed to think it no part of their business to attend 
this court. It was a circumstance which had struck him very 
painfully, and he had not intended to let it pass unnoticed, that 
he had recently heard no less than seven causes in this court 
without the attendance of a single solicitor. This was extremely 
to be reprehended, and it was at least to be expected that when 
a cause came on to be heard, either the counsel or the solicitor 
should be in attendance. As to the particular application, the 
defendant was at the mercy of the plaintiff, who was entitled, 
if he wished it, to hold the decree. 





THe PROvINCE OF COUNSEL. 


The following is an extract of a letter dated Jan. 26, which 
appeared in the Daily News:—According to the recently 
published report of the trial of a breach of promise of marriage 
case, before Mr. Baron Bramwell, reflections were cast by Mr. 
Edwin James, counsel for the defendant, upon the plaintiff's 
attorney, as having brought into court a case which ought not 
to have been brought there. Upon which, Mr. Serjeant 
Thomas, counsel for plaintiff, says: “As an imputation has 
been cast on the attorney in this case, may I observe that this 
action was brought by the advice of my learned friend Mr. 
Charnock and myself?” And then this follows: Mr. Baron 
Bramwell—‘ You are not justified in making any such state- 





decrease in the number committed for trial is noticeable, which | 
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ment; it is not as counsel your province to do so.” Mr. 
Serjeant Thomas excused himself by saying that the attorney 
for the plaintiff had been attacked. Mr. Baron Bramwell— 
“* Let the attorney submit to it then.” 





Common SERJEANT. 

On Saturday Jan. 31, Mr. T. Chambers, the newly elected 

Common Serjeant, was sworn into office. 
CHANCERY FEEs. 
Record and Writ Clerks’ Office,—Feb. 4, 1857. 

All certificates for the lower scale of fees must be signed by 
the solicitors in the causes, themselves, and not by their clerks. 

It is requested that, for the convenience of filing, the certifi- 
cate may be written on half a sheet of foolscap paper, with 
sufficient space at the top for the distinctive mark and date of 
filing. 





Bets eee 
Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


Decisions upon the construction of wills, inartificially drawn, 
where it is impossible to arrive at the precise intention of the 
testator, are mainly useful as exhibiting the /eaning of courts 
of equity. Thus, the court, when it can by a reasonable 
construction prevent intestacy, is always disposed to do so; 
again, it has been said always to lean towards vesting. Glynv. 
Glyn, 5 W. R. 241 is an illustration in point. In that case, the 
testator by his will bequeathed property, to belong to and “ be 
given up” to his child or children on attaining the age of 
twenty-five years; and he provided that if his eldest son should 
“hereafter” come to the inheritance of his (the testator’s) father’s 
or eldest brother’s landed property, in such case his (the eldest 
son’s) share was to be ‘‘ made over” to his brothers and sisters. 
There were several children of the testator, and the eldest son 
had attained the age of twenty-five years, and had not inherited 
the said landed property, the testator’s eldest brother being 
still alive, and in possession of part as tenant for life, of 
other part as tenant in tail, and of other part as tenant in fee 
simple. Vice-Chancellor Stuart, before whom the case was 
heard, decided that the eldest son, notwithstanding the provision, 
was entitled to the share absolutely, his Honour holding it to be 
inconsistent with the language of the will, that if the money 
was ever paid to him, it should be paid back by him. By 
holding that the words of the provision applied only to the 
event of his succeeding to the property before the time when 
the share provided for him by the will actually got into his 
hands, the Vice-Chancellor considered he made the best attempt 
at giving consistency to the will. 

Burton v. Powers, 5 W. R. 242, and Lewis v. Hopkins, 
Id. 243, also turned upon the construction of wills. In the 
former case, the law respecting indefinite devises was very 
clearly stated by Vice-Chancellor Wood. The testator there, 
by his will dated in 1822, devised a farm to his wife for her 
life, and after her decease he gave the same to his “son, J. W., 
subject to the payment out of the aforesaid premises of the 
sum of £50 to be paid to” M. N. In a subsequent part of the 
will, he ordered the rents and interest that “is behind due and 
unpaid, shall go and be paid to that person I have left the 
estates and property respectively to.” The question was, did 
J. W. the son take the farm absolutely, or only for an estate 
for life? ‘Nothing is better settled,” says Mr. Jarman in his 
work on Wills, p. 219, “than that a devise of messuages, lands, 
tenements, or hereditaments (not estate), without words of 
limitation, occurring in a will which is not subject to the newly 
enacted rules of testamentary construction, confers on the 
devisee an estate for life only, notwithstanding the testator may 
have commenced his will with a declaration of his intention to 
dispose of his whole estate, or may have given a nominal 
legacy to his heir, or may have declared an intention wholly to 
disinherit him, or the will may contain an antecedent devise to 
the heir for life of the testator’s property which is the subject 
of dispute;” and in many other cases equally strong. But 
though there have been many such decisions, and the rule 
of the court is therefore thoroughly established, there has been 
always an inclination on the part of judges to change, by 
implication, indefinite devises to fee simple estates, where such 
implication could fairly be resorted to; thus, where the devisee 
was directed to pay his testator’s debts, or a gross sum, even a 
future or contingent debt, though the possibility of loss were 
out of the question if the devisee only took a life estate, the 
devisee has been held to take an estate in fee. In wills made 
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since the 1st January, 1838 (7 Will. 4, & 1 Vict. c. 26, s. 28), 
a devise unaccompanied by words of limitation is “‘ construed to 
pass the fee simple or other the whole estate or interest which 
the testator had power to dispose of by will in such real estate, 
unless a contrary intention shall appear by the will.” In the 
present case, the will having been made in 1822, the old rule 
applied. The Vice-Chancellor considered that the words of 
the will shewed no intention to give more than a life estate, 
and that this case was distinguishable from the ordinary class 
of cases in which implication of an intention to pass the fee is 
raised, because as in Denn v. Mellor, 5 T. R. 356, the devisee 
took nothing until the payment was made, the charge being 
independent of his interest. His Honour therefore held that 
J. W. the son took but a life estate. 

In Lewis v. Hopkins, a testator by his will gave leaseholds to 
trustees for a term of thirty years, to commence from his 
decease, upon trust to receive the rents during the term, and 
thereout to pay his debts, and to accumulate the surplus until 
the legacies therein given should be satisfied; and subject 
thereto, he gave the said leaseholds to the said trustees upon 
trust to permit his son B. to receive the rents for his own use 
until the son of B. (if he should have a son) should attain 
twenty-one, remainder to trustees to preserve contingent 
remainders, but nevertheless to permit such son to receive the 
rents during his life, and after his decease, to the heirs male of 
such son; and for want of such issue, to the second and every 
other son of B., and their respective heirs male; and for default 
of such issue, then upon trust for his son L., and with 
similar limitations to those of B.; and in default of issue of L., 
to the son of the body of A., a daughter, until he should attain 
twenty-one years of age, and then with subsequent limitations 
similar to those of B. JB. and L. having both died without 
issue, the questions were whether the limitation to the son of 
A. was not void for remoteness; and if not, then whether he 
took an estate for life or absolutely. Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley said, that, if the subject of this gift was real estate, and 
there had been a son of B., he would have taken an estate tail, 
and therefore where the subject was personalty, as in this case, 
he took absolutely. If there were no son of B., and there were 
a son of. L., the son of L. would take in the same way ; and in 
default of issue of both B. and L., the son of A. the daughter 
took absolutely. The Lord Chancellor agreed with his Honour's 
view, having no doubt that the limitation to the son of A. took 
effect upon the deaths of B. and L. without issue, and that their 
deaths took place within the time when the limitation would be 
good. The principal point insisted upon by the appellant, was 
that the life estate to the son of A. was an equitable estate (the 
words of gift being to “ permit and suffer him to receive,” &c.) 
and that the remainder was a legal estate, so that if the 
property were freehold the rule in Shelley’s case would not 
apply, and in the present case, by analogy to that rule, the 
life estate and remainder could not coalesce, and therefore that 
the son of A. could only take a life estate. The Lord Chancellor 
was of opinion that if the analogy of freehold estate were to be 
considered, the son of A., under the gift, would take a legal 
estate for life, with a legal inheritance. 

Baker vy. Pugh, 5 W. R. 239, was another case involving the 
construction of a will. £5,000 stock was vested in trustees 
upon trust as to the residue of the dividends after paying an 
annuity, and after the decease of the annuitant, then as to the 
whole of such dividends, during the minority of C.M.B., to 
apply so much thereof as they should deem sufficient for the 
maintenance and education of C.M.B., and after she should at- 
tain twenty-one, to pay her the dividends for her life, with 
further trusts as to the corpus of the fund; and from and after 
the decease of C.M.B., in case she should have been married, 
then as to the said £5,000 stock, and the dividends thenceforth 
to arise therefrom, in trust for her children; and in default of 
children, if C.M.B. attained twenty-one years, as she should 
appoint; and in default of appointment, or in case she should 
die under twenty-one years, then in trust for the settlor’s next 
of kin. During the minority and discoverture of C.M.B., the 
trustees were authorised to invest surplus dividends of the fund 
to ‘which the said C.M.B. shall be entitled,” and to pay the 
same to C.M.B. on her attaining the age of twenty-one years. 
C.M.B. died under that age, and unmarried, and there was a 
large surplus, consisting of accumulations of unapplied 
income. The question was as to this surplus,—whether 
it should go to the next of kin of the settlor, or to 
the legal personal representative of C.M.B., or whether it 
was altogether undisposed of, and, therefore resulted, in which 
case the executors of the settlor claimed to be entitled. The 
V. C. Kindersley held that it was undisposed of, and that there 





was, therefore, a resulting trust in favour of the legal personal 
representatives of the settlor. The grounds of his Honour’s 
decision are fully stated in the report of his judgment, p. 240. 

A new point has been raised by the case of Crowther y. 
Crowther, 5 W. R. 237, before the Master of the Rolls. It is 
a well-settled doctrine, that a plaintiff, who is in a position to 
enforce his rights by ejectment, cannot come into a court of 
equity for relief until he has established his title at law, the 
Court of Chancery always refusing to try a mere question 
of ejectment. There is, however, an exception to this rule 
when the plaintiff is an infant who has been in possession by 
himself or his guardian, and has been ousted by an intruder 
upon the estate. In such cases, the court holds that the in- 
truder constitutes himself a sort of bailiff for the infant, and 
will decree an account of rents and profits in the same way as 
between an infant and his regularly-constituted guardian or 
bailiff. In the present case, the infant was not alleged to have 
been in possession, but he claimed an estate in which an adverse 
interest was claimed by the defendant under an alleged agree- 
ment between him and the father and predecessor in title of the 
infant. The defendant had taken possession under his alleged 
title. For the plaintiff it was contended, that infancy alone 
was sufficient to entitle the plaintiff to maintain the bill ; but 
the Master of the Rolls held that the exceptional cases referred 
to applied only where there had been an actual invasion of the 
infant’s possession, and that where the plaintiff had never been 
in possession the general rule applied alike to infants and adults. 
Upon this ground a demurrer was allowed. 

There have been some useful points of practice recently decided. 
In Duffort v. Arrowsmith, 5 W. R., p. 241, the L. C. ordered an 
administration suit, in which there was no decree, to be transferred 
from the V. C. Kindersley’s Court to V. C. Stuart’s, there 
having been a decree for the administration of the same estate 
in the latter court. It appeared to be clearly right that pro- 
ceedings should be stayed in the suit in which no decree had 
been made, and the only question was which judge should make 
the order—whether V. C. Stuart, who had made a decree for 
administration in the other suit, or V. C. Kindersley, in whose 
court the suit was, in which it was required to stay proceedings. 
The L. C. thought the proper course was to transfer the last- 
mentioned suit to that branch of the court where a decree had 
been made. 

Reed v. Barton, 5 W.R. 240, is a case which, fortunately, 
will not be much required as a precedent. It but rarely happens 
that an application is made to the court to take off the file a 
document purporting to be an answer. Reed v. Barton however, 
informs us of the circumstances under which the court will 
make such an order. 

It is an inflexible rule in interpleader bills that the plaintiff 
always must annex to his bill an affidavit that he is not in collu- 
sion with any other party. If the affidavit should be wanting, the 
bill is demurrable: and in Wood v. Lyme, 4 De G. & Sma. 16, 
the demurrer was allowed, though an affidavit to that effect 
was made by the plaintiff's solicitor. Gibbs v. Gibbs, 5 W. R. 
243, perhaps renders the rule still more strict. It was there 
decided by V. C. Wood that where a bill had been exhibited by 
a firm consisting of four partners, it was not sufficient that the 
affidavit of no collusion had been made by one of the partners 
on behalf of himself and the other members of the firm. The 
affidavit should have been made by all of them, unless some 
satisfactory reason could be given why they could not all join. 
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Cases at Common Law specially Lnteresting to 
Attorneys. 








ATTORNEY—LOAN By, ON DAMAGES RECOVERED— 
CHAMPERTY AND MAINTENANCE. 
Simpson and Another v. Lamb, 5 W. R. Q.B. 227. 

This was a rule obtained by the defendant, calling on the 
plaintiff to show cause why satisfaction in the above action 
should not be entered, on payment of the Gifference between 
the amount of the judgment in that cause in the Queen’s Bench, 
and the amount of a judgment obtained by the defendant 
against the plaintiff in another action, in the Common Pleas. 
The action in the Queen’s Bench was commenced on behalf of 
the plaintiffs by a Mr. Scott, on the 1st December, 1854, and 
on the 26th February, 1855, a verdict was found for the plain- 
tiffs (damages £50), and judgment accordingly was signed on 
the 28th March in the same year, for £85 4s. A day or two 
before the trial of the cause a private agrangement had been 
entered into between Scott and a Mr. Shaen, another attorney, 
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to the effect that the latter should have the future conduct of 
the proceedings, but that in order to avoid the expense of a 
change of attorney, Scott’s name should remain on the record ; 
and it was in his name that final judgment was ultimately 
signed. On the day after the trial of the cause, the plaintiffs 
requested Shaen, as a personal favour to themselves, to advance 
to them the amount of the verdict they had gained; and he 
accordingly advanced the £50, and gave notice on the same 
day to the defendant that he had a claim on the judgment to 
that amount. 

The action in the Court of Common Pleas was one in which 
the same plaintiffs were nonsuited, and in which the same 
defendant signed judgment accordingly against them, with 
£71 1s. 6d. costs. In this last action Mr. Shaen was not con- 
cerned at all. 

The court made the rule absolute; and they did so on the 
ground that at the time of the advance of the £50 made by 
Shaen to the plaintiffs, he was—though not nominally on the 
record, yet really and substantially—their attorney in the 
cause, and that therefore the transaction was, in truth, a pur- 
chase by the attorney in the cause of the subject matter of it, 
pendente lite, because the plaintiffs therein were in need of the 
money ; and that such a purchase was against the policy of the 
law, and consequently void. It followed from this view that 
Mr. Shaen had no claim as purchaser, which would prevent the 
set-off of the amount recovered in the other action as sought by 
the rule. The court held, however, that such set-off could only 
be made subject to the lien of the plaintiffs’ attorney for the 
costs of both causes. 

In the argument of this case it was attempted to bring 
the advance made to his client by Mr. Shaen within the provi- 
sions of the act of Parliament respecting maintenance and 
champerty, although the transaction was confessedly bond fide 
in its character. Lord Campbell very properly disposed of this 
ground, urged in support of the rule, as soon as it was advanced; 
and also of another point made by the defendant—viz., that the 
right of setting off one judgment against another is necessarily 
incident to the parties to a suit ;—for, as was observed by the 
court, this setting off of cross judgments is, in truth, allowed 
only when such a course may be equitably taken; and the right 
yields, for example, in all cases to the lien of the plaintiff's 
attorney (See Reg. Gen. H. T. 1853 (Pr.), r. 63, re-enacting 
R. H. 2. W. 4, 8.93; Domatt vy. Helyer, 2D. P. C. 540; Cad- 
dell v. Smart, 4 D. P.C.76; Cowell v. Betteley, 10 Bing. 432; 
Brearey v. Kemp, 3 W. R. (Bail-court) 575 and other cases). 

So much for the case itself; but it may not be uninteresting 
to examine a little into the real nature of champerty. ‘ Cham- 
pertors,” says a gloss <o the statute 33 Edward 1, s. 2, as printed 
in Ruffhead’s edition of the statutes, “‘ be they that move pleas 
and suits, or cause to be moved, either by their own procurement 
or by others, and sue them at their proper costs for to have part 
of the lands in value, or part of the gains.” And champerty is 
called by Blackstone, “the purchasing of a suit or right of 
suing ;” and he remarks, that this practice is so much abhorred 
by the law of England as to be one main reason why a 
chose in action i3 not assignable at common law. ‘There are 
several instances in the books—even in modern times—in which 
the true nature of this, and of the cognate offence of mainte- 
nance have been discussed. Thus, in Williams v. Protheroe, 5 
Bing. 309, it was held that an agreement between a vendor and 
vendee of an estate to the effect that the vendee should be 
entitled to any sum he could recover in the vendor’s name 
against an occupier for dilapidations, on the terms of bearing 
himself the expenses of the suits, was not void as being 
tainted with champerty. On the other hand, in Stanley v. Jones, 
7 Bing. 369, an agreement by A. B. to communicate to C. D., 
who had a dispute with E. F., certain information material 
to the decision thereof, on the condition of receiving from C. D. 
a certain portion of the sum of money to be recovered by means 
of such evidence, was held to be illegal, as savouring clearly of 
the offence under consideration. So also in Bell y. Smith, 5 
B. & C. 188, where an action was brought at the instance of 
A. B. and three others, and on its being discovered that they 
had not sufficient evidence to support it, A. B. and the other 
parties really interested joined in a release of their respective 
interests to the nominal plaintiffs in the suit, in order that the 
objection of interest, under the former rule of evidence, might 
Rot prevent them from being called as witnesses, it was said 
by Mr. Justice Bailey that it was difficult to put a stronger 
instance of maintenance or champerty. 

Finally, In re Masters, 1 Har. & Woll., p. 348, an attorney 
entered into an agreement with his client to secure him from all 
costs of proceedings to be instituted in his behalf, on the condi- 





tion of such attorney’s retaining half of whatever should be re- 
covered. This Mr. Justice Coleridge held to be substantially 
an agreement for maintenance. 


EvipeNcE—STEALING—RECENT PossEssION. 
Regina v. Wilson, 5 W. R. (C. C. R.) 251. 


J. W. was tried on an indictment for stealing and receiving 
certain articles of dress. T. W. (the prosecutor) proved that his 
house was broken into on Sunday, Nov. 2nd, and that the 
articles in question were then taken out of the same. 5S. proved 
that he bought those articles at a fair price, from J. W., ina 
public-house two days afterwards, when about thirty persons 
were in the room, and with no attempt at concealment on the 
part of J. W. On being apprehended, J. W. said the articles 
in question were brought to him by C. and D., and were sold 
by him “on the spree,” and that his landlady would say so if 
asked. C. was subsequently tried and convicted of taking other 
articles at the same time from J. W.’s house. D. was dis- 
charged by the magistrates for want of evidence. The prose- 
cutor did not call either C. or D., or the landlady. Counsel for 
J. W. submitted there was no case to go to the jury, but this 
was overruled, and J. W. was convicted—the question, however, 
being reserved for the Court of Criminal Appeal, whether, 
under the above circumstances—resting solely on the recent pos- 
session—it lay on the prosecution to call as witnesses C. or D., 
or the landlady, to whom the prisoner referred to account for 
such his possession. 

The court held there was evidence for the jury, and affirmed 
the conviction, but intimated that the trial was a very unsatis- 
factory one. 

EvipeNcE—DyinG DECLARATION. 


Regina y. Reany § Reddish, 5 W. R. (C. C. R.) 252. 


This case turned upon a question which has often been the 
subject of debate, viz., what is the nature of that apprehension 
of death which renders the declaration of one who has since 
died admissible as evidence: for (as it has been sometimes ex- 
pressed) an unoriginal relation may be admitted when the hear- 
say was made by the declarant on the point of death. Re- 
specting these dying declarations, the rule has generally been 
understood to be, that, before they can be received, it must be 
shown to the satisfaction of the judge that at the time they 
were made the declarant was in actual danger of impending 
death; that he thoroughly understood the danger he was in; 
and that death, accordingly, ensued shortly after. But it has 
also been understood that the admissibility or non-admissibility 
depends rather upon the impression of the declarant as to his 
immediately impending dissolution, than on the space of time 
which actually elapsed before the event took place; and that 
consequently the length of that space was only secondarily im- 
portant as one test of the nature of the impression which ex- 
isted in the mind of the deceased. It has also been understood 
that a belief in the mind of the declarant that, though no final 
recovery would take place, yet that death might perhaps not be 
immediate, rendered the declaration inadmissible. 

It is apprehended that the present case is not inconsistent with 
the above view of the law on this subject. It appears that the 
deceased appended to his statement put in, after his death, as 
evidence, these words: ‘‘ I have made this statement believing 
I shall not recover,” and he died ten days afterwards. It was 
impossible he should have recovered, owing to the nature of the 
injuries he had received; but, on the same day that he made the 
declaration, he said, in answer to a question, ‘“‘ I have seen the 
surgeon to-day, and he has given me some little hope that I am 
better, but I do not myself think I shall ultimately recover.” 
All the judges sitting in the Court of Criminal appeal held that 
the declaration so made was admissible, as being, within the 
proper meaning of the rule, made under the apprehension of 
impending death. 

5 + és 


Professional Lntelligence. 


Re Kino, an AttTorney. 


This was a rule to re-admit an attorney who had been struck 
off the roll of this court in the year 1845, in consequence of a 
conviction of a conspiracy to defraud. 

While the argument was proceeding, Lord CAMPBELL said 
the most satisfactory course would be that the affidavits on both 
sides should be referred to the Master, who should examine into 
the facts, and report theron to the Court; and this suggestion 
was adopted. 
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Re JosepH Berry FULLER, AN ATTORNEY. 


Mr. Hupp.iesron moved for a rule to re-admit an attorney 
named Joseph Berry Fuller, who had been struck off the roll of 
this court in the year 1%53, for misconduct, in coming to an 
agreement with a man who kept a barber's shop to carry on 
business together for the recovery of small debts. When the 
matter was before the court in 1853, their lordships were about 
to sentence Mr. Fuller to imprisonment for three months, but 
at the request of the attorney himself, who was suffering from 
a disease of the heart, and was apprehensive that imprisonment 
might cause his death, the court commuted the sentence of 
three months’ imprisonment, and ordered him to be struck off 
the roll. The applicant in his affidavit now stated that, from 
his confusion and excitement at the time, he omitted to ask 
the court to commute the imprisonment for suspension ; and, after 
expressing great contrition for his offence, and promising good 
conduct for the future, he implored the court to allow him to 
be re-admitted. 

Mr. ATHERTON, Q.C., said he was instructed, on the part of 
the Incorporated Law Society, to show cause against the rule 
in the first instance. The learned counsel contended that, 
according to the 32nd section of the statute (6 & 7 Vict. c. 
73), an attorney who allowed an unqualified person to practise 
in his name was liable to be struck off the roll, and was for 
ever after disabled from practising as an attorney or solicitor. 

Lord Campse tt said the agreement which the attorney had 
entered into was a most culpable one; and if such an offence 
were brought before the court, the court would suspend the 
party for a long period. The party had agreed to give the 
other a share of his profits; but though that was a great of- 
fence, it was not the specific offence mentioned in the enact- 
ment. On the whole, considering his repentance and the 
promises the attorney had made of unsullied conduct for the 
future, the court thought he might be restored. 

The other judges concurred.—Rule absolute to re-admit. 





Re Lawrence Levi, AN ATTORNEY. 

This was a rule to strike an attorney, named Lawrence Levi, 
off the roll of this court for perjury committed in an affidavit of 
increase. 

Mr. SerJEANT SHEE and Mr. Perersporrr showed cause 
against the rule, on the ground that the charges were 
false, and were made from vindictive motives on the part of 
a foreigner who had attempted to extort money from the 
attorney. 

Lord CAMPBELL appealed to Mr. Hodgson, who appeared 
to support the rule on the part of the Incorporated Law Society, 
whether he could call on the court to decide this question on 
affidavits. 

Mr. Hopeson said the charges were supported by several 
witnesses, whereas the denial came from the defendant alone; 
and he submitted, the case might be referred to the Master, 
who could examine into the facts. 

Lorp CampPsELt said, that if the attorney had been guilty 
of perjury, or subornation of perjury, he might be indicted, and, 
on a conviction, the court would take notice of it. 

Mr. Hopeson said the parties had already gone before 
a magistrate on that charge; but as there was only one 
witness to each assignment of perjury, the magistrate would 
not proceed. 

Lord CAMPBELL thought the rule ought to be discharged. 

Mr. Serjeant SHEE then applied for the costs. 

Lord CAMPBELL said there was sufficient ground for the 
application for the rule, and he would abstain from saying 
more. His lordship refused the application. 

Rule discharged, without costs. 





ExpartTe WILLIAMS. 


Mr. Putiie applied on behalf of a Mr. Williams for an 
order directing the master of the court to receive and inroll his 
articles of clerkship; the articles had been executed in August, 
but when they were tendered to the master for inrolment he 
refused to receive them, as they had not been stamped. The 
applicant contended that the master had no discretion, but was 
bound to receive them when tendered; the law allowed him 
six months to have them stamped, and the duty was a matter 
between him and the Treasury. 

Mr. Justice ERLE was afraid that if he granted this applica- 
tion it would become a practice not to have the articles stamped 
until the conclusion of the clerkship; a party would get his 
articles inrolled, and refrain from paying the duty on the chance 





of changing his intention, so that if he did not eventually 
apply for admission, he need never pay the duty. 

Mr. Puturne said that evil could not arise, for it was 
discretionary with the Treasury to allow the articles to be 
stamped, and a party would not expose himself to the risk of a 
refusal. 

Mr. Justice ErLE would look into the acts of Parliament, as 
the question was an important one. 

Judgment deferred. 


In THE Marrer or Hout, AN ArtTICcLED CLERK. 





Mr. Hopeson appeared to show cause against a rule calling 
on the examiners of the court to proceed with the examination 
of Mr. James John Holt; the examiners had no wish to oppose 
Mr. Holt; but, under the circumstances of the case, they did not 
think it right to act without having the facts brought before 
the court. There was no question that Mr. Hoit had duly 
served under his articles, and he had given the requisite notices 
for the last examination; but on the 17th of January he 
received an intimation that he would not be permitted to present 
himself, as it had been discovered that in 1842 he had been 
found guilty on an indictment for conspiracy. In support of 
this rule he had made an affidavit, in which he detailed the 
whole transaction. He stated that in 1842 he was under 
articles to Mr. Spiller, who was instructed by a person named 
Gordon to issue a writ against a Mr. Hevers. After the writ 
was issued, Gordon said he wished to have it served by a man 
of his own, and obtained possession of it for that purpose. The 
defendant did not appear; and on Gordon’s statement that the 
writ had been served, an appearance was entered for him under 
the statute. Gordon also undertook to serve the notice of 
declaration. The defendant did not plead, so judgment was 
marked and damages assessed on a writ of inquiry. Hevers 
was then arrested on a ca. sa., but at once applied to be dis- 
charged, and to set aside the whole proceedings, on the ground 


| that he had never been served with the writ or notice. He 


soon after, without any preliminary investigation by a magis- 
trate, preferred an indictment before the grand jury against 
Spiller, Holt, Gordon, and another man, for a conspiracy. 
Mr. Holt stated in his affidavit that after the bills were found 
he received an intimation from the prosecutor that no evidence 
would be offered against him or his master, and therefore made 
no preparations for his defence. On the day of trial he went 
into court, and was most surprised to find that the case against 
himself was being proceeded with. Mr. Spiller was acquitted, 
but he and the other were found guilty. Heat once determined 
to apply for a new trial (the indictment had been removed to 
this court by certiorari), but being assured by the prosecutor 
that no further proceedings would be taken against him, he 
abandoned the idea, not thinking that the verdict would ever 
affect his future prospects. Judgment had never been entered 
against him, and he swore most positively that he was entirely 
innocent of the offence with which he had been charged. A 
number of other affidavits had been filed, giving him the 
highest character. 

Mr. E. James, in support of the rule, was not called on. 

Mr. Justice Erie said that a person who had been guilty of 
the offence charged against Mr. Holt was certainly not fit to be 
admitted an attorney; but the fact that no judgment had been 
entered against him was a point in that gentleman’s favour, 
and corroborated his statement. He thought the best course 
would be to refer the whole matter to the master to ascertain 
whether Mr. Holt’s version of the affair was the correct one; if 
the master certified in his favour, he could apply at once to a 
judge in chambers for an order to the examiner to proceed with 
his examination. 

Referred to the Master. 





THe MancHesTER LAw ASSOCIATION. 


The annual meeting of this association was held at the Law 
Association Rooms, Norfolk-street, on the 23rd. ult.; William 
Beamont, Esq., the president, occupying the chair. After the 
accounts for the past year had been passed, the report of the 
committee, which we subjoin, was read by the honorary secre- 
tary and adopted.—Mr. Beever proposed, and Mr. Thorley 
seconded, a vote of thanks to Mr. Beamont, the president 
of the past year, for his uuremitting attention to the duties 
of his oftice— Mr. Beever remarked that Mr. Beamont, 
although residing at Warrington, had attended almost every 
committee meeting, which he must have done at considerable 
personal sacrifice, and that he had with great courtesy and 
alacrity joined in the various deputations of the association 
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and had otherwise fulfilled the many duties he had been called 
upon to undertake in such a manner as to add credit and 
importance to the association, and to entitle himself to its best 
thanks. The vote was passed most cordially.—After a unani- 
mous vote of thanks had been passed to Mr. Marriott, the 
honorary secretary, the officers for the ensuing year were elected, 
James Crossley, Esq. being the president; James Barrett, Esq., 
and Richard Scott, Esq. vice-presidents; James Street, Esq., 
treasurer; and Francis Marriott, Esq., honorary secretary; and 
thirty other members were appointed the general committee.— 
It was decided that the annual dinner should not be held until 
the aggregate meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, which is to take place in Manchester in the autumn 


of the present year. 

In presenting the eighteenth annual report, the committee have the 
gratification of stating that during the past year there has been an in- 
erease in the number of members, and a further accumulation of funds; 
the number of members being 180, and the balances in the bank 
amounting to £566 12s. 3d. The committee advert with much regret to 
the decease of Mr. John Owen and Mr. Thomas Taylor. The last-named 
gentleman, as the honorary secretary of the association for the first nine 
years of its existence, rendered to it most important services; and, after 
his retirement from that onerous office, he continued to serve with zeal as a 
member of the general committee. Several cases on points of practice 
which have been submitted to the committee, and the opinions given 
thereon, are copied in the appendix. The past year is not memorable 
for changes in the law, though several important bills were introduced 
into Parliament, and had the attention of the committee. By a clause 
of a bill introduced by Mr. Colville, to amend the laws relating to justices 
of the peace, it was proposed to exclude practising attorneys and solici- 
tors from being justices of the peace for any county, riding, or division. 
The committee petitioned against this clause, and they have the pleasure 
of recording that the bill was withdrawn. The Ecclesiastical Courts and 
Testamentary Jurisdiction Bills had due consideration. With regard to 
that brought in by the then Solicitor-General, your committee, thinking 
it calculated to effect a long and urgently required change in the law, 
sent a deputation to the Solicitor-General, which, in conjunction with 
deputations from other law societies, expressed strong opinions in its 
favour, and subsequently, the committee transmitted to the Solicitor- 
General a petition in its support, and to each member of the House 
a series of objections to the exclusive jurisdiction of the ecclesiastical 
and peculiar courts in matters relating to wills and administrations. It 
is hoped that schemes similar to, if not indentical with, those supported 
by the committee will be pressed on the Legislature in the ensuing session 
of Parliament, and the committee urgently press upon their successors 
in office the necessity of making every endeavour to aid in the good 
work. In adverting to the County Courts Amendment Act, passed 
during the last year, the committee remark with satisfaction on the 
working of the section by which it is enacted that where an action is 
brought in the superior courts for a sum not exceeding £20, and judg- 
Ment goes by default, costs shall not be recovered unless by order of a 
judge. The judges have, in all cases where a plaintiff and defendant 
lived twenty miles apart, allowed the costs of the action, thus preventing 
the necessity of plaintiffs being obliged to travel with witnesses to distant 
county courts to prove their cases; for the same act prevents judgment 
going by default in all cases under £20 in a county court. The general 
remuneration of solicitors in Chancery proceedings again occupied the 
attention of the committee, and they forwarded a memorial to the Lord 
Chancellor, praying for a revision of the present inadequate scale ot 
charges, and they had the satisfaction of hearing that his attention would 
be given to the subject. As regards costs in small suits in the Chancery 
Court of the county palatine of Lancaster, the committee having received 
@ communication from the Liverpool Law Association on the subject 
of a letter from the Vice-Chancellor, on a proposed reduction of costs, 
appointed a deputation, which attended the Vice-Chancellor in Liverpool, 
to express the ready acquiescence of the committee in the proposed 
reduction; and the Vice-Chancellor afterwards submitted to your com- 
mittee the drafts of certain rules and orders, by which, in every case 
where the subject of the suit does not exceed the value of £300, the 
court fees and solicitors’ charges will be reduced one half. The com- 
mittee assume that a corresponding reduction will be made in counsels’ 
fees. At the request of the Manchester Commercial Association, your 
committee devoted considerable attention to the subject of registration 
of the members of partnership firms, and they prepared a report thereon, 
as suggestions for a bill in Parliament, and forwarded the same to the 
Commercial Association, to be incorporated with the suggestions of 
that body, and to be printed and submitted to Government. The 
subject of holding assizes at Manchester has been recently mooted, 
and the committee, having reason to suppose that the requisite accumo- 
dation for the courts might be afforded, trust that an object so materially 
affecting the administration of justice, will not be overlooked by their 
successors. It was mentioned in the last report that the annual aggre- 
gate meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association for the 
year 1856, had been appointed to be held in this city, but a suggestion 
having been made that it was more desirable for Manchester to be the 
place of meeting in the year of the Art Treasures Exhibition, in which 
the committees of that association and of the Liverpool Law Society 
acquiesced, the meeting was held at Liverpool in October last. It is 
not within the province of the committee to remark on the important 
and interesting proceedings at that meeting, but they may be allowed 

express a hope that when the aggregate meeting of the association 
is held in Manchester, it may receive a hearty welcome. In conclusion, 
the committee venture to express their belief that, amongst the measures 
which, in the ensuing session, will demand the attention of the Legisla- 
ture, none will be found more important than the bill for the registration 
of titles, which is expected to be proposed by the Government. As long 
ago as 1850, the committee expressed their conviction that “the adoption 
of a well-considered system of compulsory registration of titles to real 
property throughout the Kingdom would be of great public benefit ” 
(See 12th Annual Report, p. 8). They are still of the same opinion; and 
should the bill prove to be what it is expected to be, namely a measure 
conducive to the public good, the committee doubt not that it will receive 
attention from their successors, not according to illiberal and short- 





sighted views of what is termed the interest of the profession, but in the 
sp:rit cf that jester and broader policy which dictates that the interests 
of the profession and the interests of the public are one and the same. 





JURIDICAL SOCIETY. 

The society will meet on Monday, Feb. 9, 1857, at 8 o’clock, 
p-m., precisely, the Hon. Baron Bramwell in the chair, when the 
Rey. F. D. Maurice will read a paper on “The Moral Grounds 
of the distinction between Common Law and Equity.” 

Notice has been given by Dr. Colquhoun of his intention to 
propose the election ‘of four honorary members. 

The annual meeting of the society will be held on Monday, 
Feb. 23, at 8 o'clock, p.m., when there will be an address by 
the president, an election to the offices rendered vacant by rules 
21—23, as amended at the last annual meeting. 


caiieiiohatnal 
Correspondence, 


DUBLIN. 
(From our own Correspondent.) 
Tue TRANSFER OF LAND. 

The only event of any importance in the legal world, has been 
the appearance of the long promised pamphlet* from the 
practised pen of Mr. Butt, Q.C., M.P., on the Transfer of Land. 
It is manifestly the result of much labour and research on the 
part of its accomplished author; and may be described as 
containing a well-written statement of the evils connected with 
the present system of conveyancing, and an equally readable 
outline of a plan for simplifying the titles to real property. 
The subject is one on which an able writer, tolerably conversant 
with the present state of things, could scarcely fail to present 
something worth reading. Those, however, who are familiar 
with the various suggestions that have been from time to time 
made during the last dozen years, will not fail to observe that 
Mr. Butt offers in this publication few suggestions which have 
not been discussed over and over again. He takes up the 
subject in the spirit of a clear-headed and sensible lawyer, 
whose vocation has never been the practice of conveyancing, 
and whose knowledge of real property law has never been 
profound. He proposes what has been a hundred times proposed, 
but what has been as often treated as impracticable even by 
law reformers. He does not seem to be aware of this fact—that 
the real diffigulties to be grappled with are difficulties of detail. 
Many writers have urged that as stock is transferable with ease, 
land should be made similarly transferable; but those who are 
willing to concur in this sentiment, generally feel that the 
obstacles in the way are such as cannot easily be removed. It 
is, therefore, disappointing to read through 129 pages of 
elaborate writing, by one who is really well qualified to throw 
light on most subjects, and after all find that the practical 
difficulties to which allusion has been made, are not fairly 
grappled with. These rounded periods, illustrated by well 
selected bits of antiquarian lore, show that the writer has taken 
pains with his theme; but we conclude the perusal of the work 
assured that, in so far as it seeks to advance the great object of 
simplifying titles to real property, this publication is all but a 
failure. 

The brochure in question is in the form of a letter to Sir 
R. Bethell; whose addresses at Aylesbury, more than his pro- 
ceedings in Parliament, stamp him as a professed reformer of 
real property law. He is at the outset reminded that the 
transfer of land is a subject that must be dealt with (in Parlia- 
ment, we presume, and not merely on the hustings) in a manner 
worthy of statesmen. He is still more forcibly reminded that 
the old policy of English law was to facilitate the transfer of 
land. 

Thus we arrive at the text, on which this lengthy discourse 
is founded. Lord Coke in his unbounded admiration of our 
legal system, and in language rather more imaginative than 
exact, happened to describe the Court of Common Pleas as a 
‘Market Overt for assurance of land;” although with all 
deference to so eminent an authority, it is hard to discover in 
what respect the phrase was applicable to a court in which 
nothing was ever sold. Between the sale of goods in market 
overt, and the transfer by fine with proclamations, there was 
little real similarity; otherwise, an enquiry into the title 





* The Transfer of Land, by means of a Judicial Assurance: its practic- 
ability and advantages considered, in a letter to Sir Richard Bethel, 
M.P., &. By Isaac Burt, Esq., one of Her Majesty's Counsel, formerly 
Professor of Political Economy in the University of Dublin. Dublin: 
Hodges and Smith; London: Ridgway. (p.p. 129.) 
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previous to the levying of a fine would, of course, have been 
unnecessary. 

However, Lord Coke has styled the Court of Common Pleas, 
a “market overt,” and Mr. Butt thinks that that court (or 
some other court) might really be made what Lord Coke some- 
what fancifully styled it. This would be a compromise, safe 
and agreable to all parties between conservatism and revolu- 
tion! Land is to be transferred from one owner to another in 
a manner to some extent resembling the transfer by fine and 
proclamations ; and the Court of Common Pleas would, in the 
opinion of the writer, be the best tribunal, for the sake of old 
associations, if for no better reason. So much for the conserva- 
tive aspect of the scheme. The other aspect is as different a 
one as could well be imagined; what connexion it has with 
the assurance by fine known to the old law of England, it is not 
easy to discover. The system known as the REGISTRATION OF 
TITLE system, is proposed. It is described as involving “ the 
establishment of an office or registry—call it what you will—in 
which any man who can establish his title to a piece of land, 
may register his title to that land, and have in that registry 
conclusive evidence of his ownership.” 

Mr. Butt is then an advocate for the registration of titles, and 
objects to a registration of deeds, which (at least, as it exists in 
Treland) he very justly brands as a “ cumbrous contrivance for 
complicating titles.” He proceeds next at some length to show 
that in Ireland transfers of land have, for the last six years, 
taken place through the medium of the Incumbered Estates 
Court. He does not, however, consider that a tribunal created 
for a special exigency should be continued after the exigency 
has ceased; nor does he propose to limit the application of his 
system to incumbered estates, passing under a judicial sale. 
Every owner of land should be entitled to make out his claim 
to be registered as an owner, and his claim to be so registered 
would undergo investigation by a tribunal to be created for the 
purpose, composed of a number of competent persons, ‘ who, 
call them by what name you will, would, in fact, be convey- 
ancing counsel, Their sole, or almost their sole duty should 
be the investigation of the abstracts of title that would be 
submitted to the court.” 


Mr. Butt is strongly of opinion that the duties of investi- 
gating titles should not be committed to any persons who have 
judicial duties to perform. The functionaries who are to have 
the control of the Registry must “give their whole and undi- 
vided powers to this particular duty.” Were Lord Coke himself 
on the bench of the Common Pleas, and were that court to rise 
daily at one o'clock, p.m., after concluding its day’s work, Mr. 
Butt would not have any investigation of title undertaken 
by the venerable occupants of the bench during their vacant 
hours. He considers that the functions of a judge and of an 
examiner of title are essentially different. The judge, he says, 
“is not bound to investigate for himself the abstract right of 
the case he decides... . He sits to decide between two 
adverse parties, each of whom presents his case as he thinks 
proper. Upon the case so presented, and upon that only, he 
decides.” It appears strange that so eminent an advocate 
should have this limited apprehension of the functions and 
responsibilities of a judge. Is he aware that the best equity 
judges are in the habit of relying more on their own private 
examination of the papers than on the case “as presented by 
the opposing counsel ?” Does he remember Lord Eldon’s avowal, 
that his mind was more frequently influenced by the arguments 
not pressed, and the cases not cited, by counsel? Is it not a 
matter of notoriety that a judge, some of whose words form a 
motto for this very publication—the Irish M. R.—bestows even 
more attention at home than he does in court upon every case 
brought before him? One more question on this point :—Have 
not three judges of whom he speaks in such eulogistic terms— 
those of the Incumbered Estates Court—personally perused the 
title to every acre of the three millions of acres already sold by 
them ? 

It appears then, that partly in consequence of a supposed 
incongruity between judicial duties and the duties to be per- 
formed by the members of the Court of Transfer, Mr. Butt 
would not confer this new jurisdiction on the Court of Chancery. 
Another reason he gives for concluding that the equity judges 
cannot be employed in this manner: He says:—‘ We spoil 
the Court of Chancery for its proper purpose of deciding equi- 
ties between man and man, when we graft upon its rightful 
and wholesome jurisdiction the incidents of determining title to 
estates ; of setting up lands to auction; of managing estates 
until they are sold. If we add to this the duties inseparable 
from the power of giving indefeasible titles, I believe we shall 





irretrievably damage that court for the purpose of its higher 
administration.” 

Now, without asserting that the registration of title ought 
to be under the control of the Court of Chancery—for many 
grounds may be urged for the creation of a new and distinct 
tribunal—I cannot but think that Mr. Butt is unfortunate in 
his reasons for preferring the Common Pleas to the Court of 
Chancery. Why do we damage a court by conferring on it 
increased powers? Was the court (for example) damaged by 
being enabled to make a vesting order, instead of the circuitous 
process formerly resorted to in cases of infant trustees? If not, 
may not the court innoxiously to itself, be enabled to make an 
order vesting any estate, on the occasion of any sale, in the 
purchaser? Why should one branch of equity jurisdiction be 
“higher” than another? Is the granting of an injunction to 
prevent a counterfeit of Holloway’s pills, a “higher” function, 
than would be an order vesting the estate of A. B. in C. D., 
who has paid fifty thousand pounds for it? Mr. Butt, more- 
over, overlooks the important fact that the Court of Trans- 
fer would be more constantly engaged in determining on 
equitable than on legal interests; surely this is a reason for 
confiding these powers to a court of equity rather than to the 
Common Pleas, or to any tribunal under the control of the 
Common Pleas. 

So far as Mr. Butt has touched upon matters of detail, it 
seems to me that he has impaired the value of his suggestions. 
Taken by themselves, they substantially include the proposi- 
tions which the advocates of a system of registration of title 
have for several years supported. His main suggestions are 
appended in his own words :— 

“1. I propose the establishment of a great public record of the owner- 
ship of landed estates, the appearance upon which of the name of any 
person as tlie owner of an estate should be conclusive evidence, for all 
purposes, that he is so. 

“2. The institution of a system of judicial assurance, under which any 
person desirous of selling his estate might confer an indefeasible title 
upon the purchaser. If he was himself entered on the public record as 
owner—by a short transfer, and the substitution of the purchaser's name 
for hisown. If he was not so entered—by adopting the means necessary 
to establish his title. 

“The record should be under the control of a tribunal armed with the 
powers, and provided with the machinery, necessary for the investigation 
of the title of every claimant, and all transfers by record should take 
place under the control of the same tribunal. 

“The recourse to such a record should be perfectly optional with each 
individual owner. 

“Tt might be adopted either for the purpose of quieting his own title, 
or of an assurance to a purchaser from him. 

“In the case of compulsory sales of property at the instance of credi- 
tors, any person interested in the sale might compel a resort to this mode 
of assurance. 

“It should, however, be equally applicable to all transfers of property, 
whether judicial sales or private ones. 

“In the instance of all devolutions of property, whether by descent or 
devise, the tribunal controlling the record should have power to enter the 
name of the successor. The owner ofa limited or a partial estate to be 
entered on record for such limited or partial estate. 

“The record of the ownership of any estate should be accompanied by 
a map defining it, upon a scale large enough to admit of easy and distinct 
reference to each parcel. 

“Unless a new Court of Wills be instituted, all wills affecting any 
estate on the reoord should be entered in a separate book, and referred 
to by figures of reference from the record of ownership. 

‘* Assurances settling any of these estates might be made by a public 
act to be entered of record, and preserved to guide and direct the future 
entries of the names of owners. 

“With respect to incumbrances, if deemed desirable, a book might be 

kept by an entry in which any estate already entered on record might be 
charged with a sum of money by a process as simple as that by which the 
ownership could be transferred. If it were deemed undesirable so to faci- 
litate incumbrances, provision ought to be made, that to each person 
recording himself as owner, an exemplification of the entry, under the 
seal of the court, should be given,—that no future transfer could be 
effected without the production of this, or accounting for its loss; and 
that the deposit of this should have the same effect in equity as the de- 
posit of title deeds.” 
‘ Such are the outlines of Mr. Butt’s scheme for facilitating 
the transfer of land, and for simplifying titles: objections may 
be urged against several of them, but I apprehend, nevertheless, 
that if any extensive reform takes place in our conveyancing 
system, it must, to be efficacious, proceed upon the principles 
which Mr. Butt has adopted. The difficulties of detail he does 
not fairly meet; but his leading ideas, if not perfectly new, are 
deserving of the close and earnest attention of all who take an 
interest in this important question. 


TESTAMENTARY JURISDICTION AND SUPERIN- 
TENDENT REGISTRARS OF BIRTHS, DEATHS, AND 
MARRIAGES. 

To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors JournaAt & ReEporTeER. 
It is understoodthat Government, in the present sessionn 
of Parliament, intends to introduce a bill for the aboli- 
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tion of the ecclesiastical courts, so far as relates to matters 
testamentary, and for the substitution, in lieu of the existing 
courts, of other modes of procedure, more especially with refer- 
ence to the registry of wills and the obtaining of probates and 
administrations. 

It is not the object of these remarks to discuss the question of 
the abolition of the existing courts. The expediency of the 
abolition is assumed. 

With reference to matters testamentary there exists both a 
contentious and a non-contentious jurisdiction—the duties re- 
quired in the one jurisdiction being judicial, and in the other 
merely ministerial; and the leading principle which it is re- 
spectfully submitted ought to be strictly observed in legislating 
on this subject is the keeping entirely distinct the contentious 
jurisdiction from the non-contentious, and the judicial duties 
from the ministerial. 

The ministerial duties in relation to matters testamentary 
may be said to comprise chiefly the registration of original wills 
or copies, the preparation and custody of indexes, the adminis- 
tration of oaths, and the performance of all formal business 
relating to applications for and the obtaining of probates and 
administrations. 

Assuming that the Legislature will establish one general 
court of probate and one general registry of original wills for 
the whole kingdom, or that, acting on the second report of the 
Chancery Commission, dated the 11th day of January, 1854, 
the Legislature will establish district courts of probate and 
registry for districts, about thirty in number, “each of such 
districts to comprise some county or counties, or some known 
division of a county or counties.” It is proposed by the follow- 
ing remarks to show that superintendent registrars of births, 
deaths, and marriages are public officers most eligible to per- 
form efficiently, in their various districts, the ministerial duties 
above specified. 

In order to show their eligibility it is desirable to state in 
detail what are the present duties of superintendent registrars, 
and what are their districts. 

Under the Poor Law Amendment Act of 1834, England and 
Wales have been divided into separate districts or unions for 
poor law purposes. 

In the year 1836 an act was passed for the registration of 
births, deaths, and marriages, and by that act each poor law 
union was formed into a separate district for registration pur- 
poses, and provision was made for the appointment to each dis- 
trict of an officer, called the “ superintendent registrar of births, 
deaths, and marriages” in the district or union, and the clerks 
to the guardians of the poor were made superintendent registrars 
in their respective distiicts. Each of those districts or unions 
was divided into sub-districts, and subordinate officers, called 
“registrars,” appointed for the registering of births and deaths 
in these sub-districts. 

By another act of 1836, for marriages in England, the super- 
tendent registrars of births and deaths became also the superin- 
tendent registrars of marriages in their respective districts or 
unions. The registrars of births and deaths in the sub-districts 
comprised in each union, are placed under the management of 
the superintendent registrar of the district or union, and are 
required to register births and deaths in their sub-districts, and 
to deliver quarterly the original and copies of the registers to 
their superintendent registrars, but they have no jurisdiction or 
duties with respect to marriages. 

Having, therefore, stated the nature of the office of super- 
intendent registrars, and the relation of their office to that of re- 
gistrars of births and deaths, it is proposed to give a short sum- 
mary of the duties of superintendent registrars, for the perform- 
ance of which they are paid by fees out of the Consolidated 
Fund. 

1st. The quarterly examination of the copies of the original 
entries made by registrars of births and deaths, and the trans- 
mission of the copies to the Registrar-General in London. 

2ndly. The sole custody and care of the registers of all births 
and deaths, and of marriages of all denominations, both Church- 
men and Dissenters. 

And 8rdly. The preparation and custody of indexes of those 
registers. 

The superintendent registrars are paid by fees for their other 
duties, shortly enumerated under the following heads :— 

1st. The issuing, when required, of certified extracts from the 
registers. 

2ndly. The receiving notices of, and issuing certificates for, 
marriages, or receiving and registering caveats against mar- 
Tiages. 

3rdly. The granting of marriage licenses. 





And 4thly. The registration of chapels for the solemnisation 
of marriages, and the certifying of chapels as places of religious 
worship. There is another fact in relation to the office of su- 
perintendent registrar which has an important bearing on this 
subject. By the act of 1836, for registering births, deaths, and 
marriages, the guardians of the several poor law unions are 
required to provide and uphold register offices for the due pre+ 
servation of the registers. 

Whatever may be the ultimate decision of the Legislature as 
regards the establishment of a general court of probate, with a 
general registry, or of district courts of probate and registry, it 
is respectfully submitted—for the following reasons, that either 
the originals or copies of all wills and administrations of persons 
dying in a superintendent registrar’s district should be depo- 
sited and registered at the office of the superintendent registrar, 
and that superintendent registrars should be entrusted with the 
discharge of all ministerial duties relating to wills and adminis- 
trations of persons dying in their respective districts. 

1st. The districts of superintendent registrars have been well 
arranged with a view to area and population. 

In proof of this it may be mentioned that these districts are 
not only for the most part co-extensive with the originally 
formed poor law unions, but have since been recognised and 
adopted in most cases for county court districts. They are also 
well known and generally recognised divisions of the country. 

As these districts are not too extensive in area or population, 
the offices of superintendent registrars are conveniently acces- 
sible from all parts thereof for the purpose of registration, and 
search and applications for probates and administrations. It 
would appear, therefore, that the adoption of these districts for 
deposit and registration, of either originals or copies of wills, is 
calculated to confer on the public all the advantages resulting 
from a well-advised scheme of local registration. 

2ndly. Superintendent regisrtars are already invested with 
the duties of surrogates in relation to marriages, being em- 
powered to grant marriage licences. 

3rdly. Superintendent registrars are entrusted, as before ob- 
served, with the custody of the original registers of births, 
deaths, and marriages, and are provided at the public expense 
with fire-proof depositories for the proper keeping of the same. 

4thly. Similar means for access to, and inspection of, wills 
and copies, at the office of superintendent registrars, can be 
provided as now exist in relation to registers of births, deaths, 
and marriages. 

5thly. Superintendent registrars have proof of the deaths of 
all persons dying within their districts (which no other local 
public officer possesses), and are, therefore, in a position to 
afford early information to the Inland Revenue Office. 

And 6thly. Superintendent registrars, being appointed by 
the guardians of the poor, who are elected by the ratepayers, 
may be considered, as a body of public officers, to possess the 
confidence of the country. 

It is submitted that the contentious and non-contentious 
jurisdictions, in relation to matters testamentary, should be 
kept separate; and that this be effected by keeping the registry 
of wills and all ministerial duties, similar to those now per- 
formed by surrogates, entirely distinct from the courts or offices 
empowered to grant probates and administrations; and, inas- 
much as superintendent registrars are public officers entrusted 
with the custody of public documents, and have duties, in many 
respects, analogous to duties ministerial, in relation to matters 
testamentary, that, as regards the registry and deposit of 
wills and administrations, either the originals or copies of wills, 
and administrations of all persons dying in the district of a 
superintendent registrar, should be forwarded to his office, for 
deposit and registry, and for convenience of search and in- 
spection; and that, as regards the applications for probates 
and administrations, and the administration of oaths, and 
the performance of all duties in relation to matters testa- 
mentary, now performed by surrogates, the superintendent 
registrars should be entrusted with the discharge of those 
duties in respect of all persons dying in their several districts, 
and should be appointed public officers for those several pur- 
poses, acting under the immediate control and superintendence 
of the principal officer of a general registry office, or, as the 
ease may be, of the principal officer of the local registry office 
for the district, of which the superintendent registrar’s dis- 
trict forms part. 

It may be observed, in conclusion, that in a measure pro- 
posed by the Manchester Commercial Association, in relation 
to the registration of partnerships, superintendent registrars 
are suggested as the most eligible public officers for the regis- 
tration of partnerships within their respective districts, and 
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that, should a measure be passed providing for a local regis- 
tration of titles, the reasons given in this paper equally apply 
in favour of the adoption for such a registration of superinten- 
dent registrars districts, and the eligibility of superintendent 
registrars to perform the duties of local registrars of titles. 
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The Practice of the New County Courts, gc. 
RICK ARCHBOLD, Esq., Barrister-at-law. 
Shaw & Sons. 

The Law and Practice of the County Courts, ge. Seventh 
tion. By Moraan Lioyp, Esq., Barrister-at-law. 
Crockford, Essex-street. 

We scarcely know the copyright of which, were we specula- 
tors in books, it would give us more satisfaction to become the 
assignees, than that of a really good County Court Practice— 
for there are few works for which the demand can be more 
general or more frequent. It is not every one who can attain 
the joys of Westminster Hall—non cuivis adire Corintho—but 
where is the man who, at some time or other, may not hope to 
figure in a county court? Indeed, if they add to those much 
enduring tribunals a testamentary jurisdiction, it will be as 
difficult to avoid such fate as it is to escape altogether that 
corner of the 7imes which is sacred to the births, deaths, and 
marriages of her Majesty’s lieges. 

To meet this universal want a full supply has been, from 
time to time, created by the economists who regulate our legal 
Exchange; and from the year 1846, when the new system of 
local courts was first established, fast and furious has been the 
storm of instruction showered down upon us from all quarters. 
Neither Lord Chancellors nor the Legislature have been want- 
ing to the prayers of authors. Lord Brougham, indeed, could 
not with propriety write a treatise on the practice to be fol- 
lowed in his favourite tribunals, but he had already done excel- 
lent service in their cause; and Lord Cranworth has just con- 
tributed “rules” of great length, in substitution of those 
formerly in force; and the Lords of the Treasury have issued 
their “ instructions,” and Parliament has imparted its views in 
at least four statutes, all of them more or less contradictory of 
the others, all in full force, and each and all productive of much 
satisfaction to the explainers of county-court mysteries and 
their respective publishers. For some of these, however, we 
apprehend the harvest of materials has come in a little too fast. 
An edition, be it ever so good, does require a little space before 
it can be digested by the buying public, and we fear that the 
seventh edition of the ‘ Practice of the New County Courts,” 
which Mr. Archbold has just produced, must have pushed its 
elder brother out of the way a little prematurely, inasmuch as 
he was born as lately as the long vacation in 1856. However, 
that is no concern of ours ; for we are bound, in all charity, to 
believe that the sixth edition has been fairly sold off, and that 
the seventh is not an impostor in a new title-page, and with a 
few leaves added or cancelled to suit. Ifit were not so, indeed, 
we should feel it incumbent on us to protest here indignantly 
against a trick of the trade, whichis not an uncommon one; and 
which could not be defended even by a somewhat loose moralist 
—resembling, as it does, too closely, the plan of putting new 
wine into old bottles ;—a foolish expedient (as we know), and 
often a very knavish one besides. 

It appears to us that there are two plans on which a treatise 
on the practice of the county courts may be written, and that 
each of them is good in its way. One of these is to aim at 
furnishing the practitioner with a volume containing all he can 
possibly or reasonably require, in order to conduct to a credit- 
able issue the cause or proceeding he may have in hand, with- 
out having occasion to resort to any further aid—to give him, 
in short, a book which he can pack up in his carpet-bag, and 
feel happy in the remembrance on his way to the court of the 
district, without caring for the treatises on different subjects 
which adorn his shelves at home. To succeed in this endeavour, 
however, a large and (consequently) an extensive work is ne- 
cessary. It must be remembered that the law of Westminster 
Hall is, or should be, the law of each of the 500 county courts 
which the country enjoys ; and that the practice of that Hall is 
also to a great extent followed in each; or, as a model for imi- 
tation, is useful to the attorney arguendo, and to the judge 
himself. Moreover points of law and practice, particularly in 
reference to contracts and to the rules of evidence, arise as fre- 
quently and are as hotly contested in causes put in suit in the 
local tribunals, as in those which are tried before Lord Camp- 
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bell and his colleagues. Hence such a work as we have hinted 
at should not merely comprise a correct exposition of the acts 
themselves, of the miscellaneous statutes under which in certain 
cases proceedings may be taken in the county court, and of the 
rules of court, but should treat in detail many heads of general 
law and practice, and especially the two subjects of contract and 
evidence to which we just now referred. Such a work we be- 
lieve would be peculiarly acceptable to the country practitioner; . 


| and none of those we have hitherto seen, thoroughly supply the 
| want. 


The other plan is far less ambitious, and is simply to give 
the acts themselves, rejointed, and put into as readable a form 
as possible, with the omission of all “whereas’s” and “it is 
enacted’s,” &c., and to notice briefly the comparatively few 
points of construction, or of law, appertaining to county courts 
in common with other inferior courts, which have been drawn 
from the judges on rules for prohibition, or on county court ° 
appeals. And this plan is consistent with a moderate size and 
a reasonable price,—though there be added a full appendix of 
rules and tables, and an index as complete as Tidd ever com- 
piled. 

Mr. Archbold’s book belongs to the last-mentioned rather 
than to the former division. It contains, indeed, a chapter on 
evidence chiefly extracted from his own valuable work on 
Nisi Prius; and there are chapters on the proceedings which 
may, in some cases, be had in the county court for the district 
under the protection acts; or, against debtors, under the 8th 
& 9th Vict. c. 127. But, in other respects, it adheres pretty 
closely to the less pretending of the two methods. That it is 
accurate and clear as far as it goes, no one who is at all 
acquainted with Mr. Archbold’s earlier works will doubt. And 
as it would give us sincere pain to stumble upon an error in 
one whom we have always considered as a master in the art of 
compilation, we have not even attempted the ungracious task. 

As compared with Mr. Archbold’s work, that by Mr. Lloyd 
has a greater affinity to the more elaborate of the two classes of 
treatises we have mentioned, in that its pages are in the propor- 
tion of 725 to 295. Moreover the chapter on evidence is much 
more complete in its design. Sut its more ambitious 
tendencies are exhausted in these efforts; nor do we think 
there has been attained, in any considerable degree, that clearness 
of expression, combined with accuracy of detail, which appears 
to us at least to be absolutely essential to the full success of 
either plan of construction. Yet Mr. Lloyd appears to be 
almost nervously anxious to lose no aid which the insertion of 
numerals, of divisions and sub-divisions, and the intermingling 
of bourgeois and pica can bring to the task. We will take as 
an example of our meaning the commencement of the second 
Book—The Ofticers—which Mr. Lloyd begins as follows :— 


“Cap. IL—Tur Jupce. 
“T, His Appointment and Qualification. 

“Tt will be seen, on reference to the provisions of 9 & 10 Vict. ¢. 95, 
that the appointment of the judges, with certain exceptions presently to 
be noticed, is vested in the Lord Chancellor. 

“The exceptions are, Ist, of certain districts specially named in the 
act ; and, 2ndly, of certain cases which may hereafter arise. 

“The exceptions specified are— ’ 

“1, The then existing judges of the local courts of Bath, Bristol, Liver- 
pool, and Manchester. 

“2. The district of Sheffield, of which John Parker, Esq., the then 
steward, was to be the first judge. 

“3. The district of Eccleshall, of which Daniel Maude, Esq., the then 
steward, was to be the first judge. 

‘4, In the county of Middlesex, of any district of which, at his option, 
the then county clerk was to be the first judge. 

“5, In the towns specified in schedule C, when any order shall be made 
for holding a county court there, the lords of the manors and liberties 
mentioned in the schedule were entitled to appoint to the next vacancy 
after the passing of the act persons properly qualified according to its 
provisions, subject to the approval of one of the Secretaries of State. 

“The power of appointment thus vested in the Lord Chancellor is also 
limited to the selection of persons having certain qualifications detined 
by the statute. He appoints, therefore, subject to these conditions, and 
any appointment of an unqualified person would be void. 

‘“No person is eligible for the appointment of judge, unless he be 
either— 

“1. A barrister-at-law of seven years’ standing. 

“9. A barrister-at-law who shall have practised as a barrister and 
special pleader for at least seven years. 

3. A barrister (even of less than seven years’ standing) who had been 
appointed to preside in any of the local courts named in schedules A. and 
B., by whatever title. 

“4, An attorney holding the like office. 

“5, Any person filling the office of the county court, or county clerk, 
in the same county, at the passing of the act.” 

Now, the above passage, in more than one part, is ungramma- 
tical, and its statements are not easy to be understood, even if 
an equitable construction be alone attempted. In the second 
paragraph, for example, the two ‘“ofs” we have printed in 
italics are redundant, and that in a way to create confusion ; 


| 





SSG M&S m>weppm -aeoe 


fo 
app 
the 
v. ¢ 
faile 
to d 
belc 
cou! 
time 
resp 
judg 
that 
diffe 
Ben 
on t 


PIPERS SSR i} o 


ive 
Tm 
L is 
few 
irts 
wn 
urt 
and 
- of 


her 
ron 


lich 
rict 
8th 
tty 
it is 


And 
rin 
t of 
oyd 
s of 
por- 
uch 
lous 


» D5, 
ly to 


1 the 


iver- 
then 
then 
tion, 
made 
arties 
ancy 
to its 
; also 
tined 
, and 


1e be 


r and 


been 
. and 


clerk, 


yma- 
en if 
cond 
d in 
ion ; 





' Fes. 7, 1857. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


137 








but it is a still graver fault to leave the reader permanently 
in doubt as to what the author may intend by the second 
branch of the exceptions, those cases—namely, ‘“ which may 
hereafter arise,” .but of which we hear no more; while it is 
worst of all to create an unnecessary puzzle, as to whether 
“John Parker, Esquire,” some time steward of the manor of 
Stafford, has or has not any connection with the present 


_ Sheffield County Court, or whether “ Daniel Maude, Esquire,” 


still reigns in the manor of Eccleshall. Then again, when 
Mr. Lloyd, in describing those persons who are now eligible 
for the appointment of judge, prints the two paragraphs in the 
above quotation, numbered 3 and 4,—the expressions used by the 
Legislature in 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 9, are travestied in such 
guise as to rendexy them hopelessly unintelligible. “An 
attorney holding the like office.” Which office? we ask, in sad 
perplexity. 

The truth is, the exceptional cases placed by Mr. Lloyd at 
the commencement of the subject are, so placed, extremely 
puzzling ; and, moreover, to the general mass of readers they 
are utterly unimportant. It would have been better to have laid 
down shortly and broadly the present rule of qualification for 
judges,—adding that at the first establishment of the system, 
there were certain persons, already judges of local courts then or 
thereafter to be adopted into the general system, who were 
preserved by the act in their offices without regard to that 
qualification; and if this course had been adopted, Mr. Lloyd 
would have been under no temptation to proceed as he does in 
the next page with the following sentence, which we confess 
conveys to ourselves not even a scintilla of meaning :— 

“APPOINTMENTS TO VACANCIES. 

“The latitude of appointment allowed in certain cases of judgeships, to 
supersede pre-existing judgeshipsof local courts, is limited to the appoint- 
nent of the first judge.” 

It may perhaps be urged, that in a book such as that under 
our notice, it savours of purism to object to style, or indeed to 
anything short of bad law; and in deference to this opinion (in 
which, however, we cannot bring ourselves entirely to concur), 
we notice, in conclusion, a part of Mr. Lloyd’s work we are able 
to praise, as containing the law correctly and fully given; and 
we doubt not there are many other portions which would equally 
stand the test of close examination. We allude to his chapter 
on appeals, and more particularly to that part of it which treats 
of the costs of appeal. The statement Mr. Lloyd makes upon 
this ~ ject is moreover much fuller and more satisfactory than 
“»* given by Mr. Archbold, who most unaccountably makes 
fio mention whatever of Gibbon app. Gibbon resp.; Leidmann 
app. Schultz resp. ; Foster app. Smith resp. 18 C. B. 156 (by 
the way, this last case has escaped Mr. Lloyd also) ; or Mountney 
v. Collier. It appears to us, however, that both authors have 
failed to observe a distinction which the courts appear inclined 
to draw between those cases in which the judgment of the court 
below is affirmed—and in which the costs follow as a matter of 
course unless the contrary be expressed by the court at the 
time of delivering their judgment (see Cannon app. Johnson 
resp., 21 L. J., Q.B. (N.S.) 164),—and those cases in which the 
judgment of the court below is reversed. For it seems to us 
that it is in reference to this latter class of cases only, that any 
difference of opinion has been manifested between the Queen’s 
Bench on the one hand, and the Common Pleas and Exchequer 
on the other. 
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HMercantile Lato Conference. 


On Thursday, January 29, at 11 a.m., the Conference re- 
assembled at Willis’s Rooms; Lord Brougham in the chair. 

The CHarrMAN said, as codification was one of the subjects 
set down for consideration that day, he wished to observe that 
he had but little hope of any digest, whether of the whole law 
or of any portion of it, being successfully carried out. This, he 
said, in order to prevent future disappointment. The history of 
the attempts which had been made to codify the criminal law 
showed that his apprehension was well grounded, and he now 
almost despaired of any digest. There was but one way in 
which such an object could be secured, and that was by Parlia- 
ment reposing entire confidence in those who were employed to 
prepare a digest, and not interfering with regard to details. 
Although he despaired of codification, he did not despair of 
Improvement by means of such practical suggestions as would 
emanate from that conference. (Hear.) 

Mr. Leone Levi then read a paper on the practicability of 
securing a commercial code. 
that the first step towards the accomplishment of the cbject 





In this paper it was remarked | 
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in view was the removal of the differences which existed 
between the commercial laws of the separate branches of the 
United Kingdom. With a view to the effecting of this object, 
it was desirable that those statutes which related to mercantile 
matters should be separated from the other enactments, and sim- 
plified, and that a similar course should be adopted in reference 
to the various decisions at common law. 

Mr. Enrwistie, formerly M.P. for Lancashire, then read a 
paper “On the Registration of Partnerships,” which emanated 
from the Manchester Commercial Association, and was to the 
following effect :— 

“The experience of every man who has conducted any 
extensive commercial operations will probably have afforded 
many instances in which great advantage would have been 
derived from a ready access to the best and fullest information 
as to the number and names of the partners in any firm with 
whom his business may have brought him into contact, the 
nature of their occupation, and the term for which it was 
originally constituted, inasmuch as there are many cases in 
which partners have retired or died out where the character 
of the business has been totally changed without any public 
intimation of the altered circumstances of the tirm. The 
principle (which has been recognised in the case of joint-stock 
companies, not only for the execution of great public 
works, where parliamentary powers or a charter from the 
crown are required, but also for the conduct of ordinary 
trading operations) must soon be extended to every other 
case where any partner is desirous of limiting his obligations 
for the debts of the firm to a definite sum fixed by legal 
deed, and capable of being accurately known by any one whom 
it may concern. Such a measure would involve the constitu- 
tion of a department for the registration of all such partnerships 
as should be contracted with any specific reservation or limitation 
of liability; and if these should, as may well be expected, 
become numerous, the deficiency of similar means of infor- 
mation regarding other partnerships would immediately 
become the more striking, and could hardly fail to result in 
a general measure for the registration of the names, extent of 
obligation, and term of partnership of every partner engaged in 
any business in which two or more persons should have a 
common interest and responsibility. In granting privileges 
such as those contained in the Joint Stock Companies Act, or 
in the Partnership Amendment Bill, for exempting certain 
partners who may desire and place such an intention on record 
from the ordinary obligations of unlimited liability imposed 
by our law, the Legislature was entitled to make a full dis- 
closure of the terms of the original contract a condition pre- 
ceding the grant of such exemption. But with ordinary 
partnerships, where no such exemption is sought or intended, 
the case is different. Here no special inducement can be held 
out to any firm to place themselves upon the register so long as 
they keep clear of any legal proceedings; and the attempt to 
compel registration solely by the infliction of penalties is open 
to grave objections. It is proposed to disable any firm from 
recovering a debt until it shall have been registered. Con- 
sidering the vast facilities for information which such firm, 
in common with the whole commercial world, would derive 
from the proposed constraint upon all other firms to comply 
with the law, it will hardly be deemed to be a very severe 
one; and to provide that either upon the written application 
of any person desirous of information, or without such applica- 
tion, the registrar may require full information, and upon 
failure to comply with his demand for a specified time, may 
inflict certain penalties.” 

Mr. ArtHuR Ry.ayp said that the suggestion that part- 
nerships might be sued in the name of the firm was the law of 
Scotland, and would be a geat improvement, but would not 
render registration unnecessary, as a plaintiff, when he had 
signed judgment, would not know against what parties he 
could issue execution. Mr. Ryland then pointed out some 
objections to the scheme of the Manchester Association, and 
laid before the Conference a plan which he had prepared, and 
which he thought would be more simple, more acceptable to 
the mercantile community, and, consequently, more efficient. 
He proposed the registrar of joint-stock companies, instead 
of the registrar of births and death, as suggested by the 
Manchester scheme; and he omitted matters not necessarily 
connected with registration, proposing to leave ali other points 
for consideration in connection with a consolidation of the 
partnership laws. 

After considerable discussion, it was resolved that the 
registration of partnerships was desirable, and that a bill to 


| secure that object should Le introduced into Parliament; also, 
i 
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that the operation of the bill should not be confined to persons 
who were traders under the provisions of the bankruptcy laws, 
but should extend to all kinds of partnerships, whether trade or 
professional. 

Mr. Hastrnes then read a paper, prepared by Mr. Robert 
Slater, on the 17th section of the Statute of Frauds, which 
stated, that there is no comparison to be drawn between the 
position of England as a commercial country in 1678, when the 
Statute of Frauds was enacted, and its trading importance at 
the present day. Woollens and cutlery were then the only 
branches of manufacture of any importance. The silk manu- 
facture can scarcely be said to have been established until 
after the revocation of the edict of Nantes, in 1685, which led 
to the Protestant refugees locating themselves as silk-weavers 
in Spitalfields. The cotton trade—the leading branch of our 
manufacture at the present day—was not introduced for 
upwards of 100 years afterwards, and until the successful 
application of machinery continued comparatively small. 
Banks had not been established. There was no public debt 
until after the revolution in 1688; and for many years after- 
wards the “funded system” was not of such importance as to 
call for the intervention of a single stockbroker. With the 
exception of Virginia and New England, in America, and a 
few insignificant settlements then recently established in the 
West Indies, England possessed no colony of any importance. 
There could, therefore, have been no colonial brokers as 
intermediate agents between the importer and wholesale dealer. 
There were no joint-stock companies in those days, with the 
exception of the East India Company; but that body of 
adventurers, who had managed even at that early period to 
secure a monopoly of trade in their own favour, was composed 
of only a few leading merchants who managed their affairs 
themselves. There were therefore no share-brokers required 
for the sale or transfer of stock. The great bulk of the people 
was in a state of deplorable ignorance compared with the 
trading classes of the present day. The statute was a virtual 
prohibition against all persons entering into trade who could 
neither read nor write, at a period, too, when these attainments 
must have been extremely rare. 

In its operation the 17th section is not only vexatious in 
its provisions, but unnatural in its character, from being 
antagonisti® to the confiding habits of individuals. It has 
consequently been a most fertile source of litigation. The 
difficulty of defining what is, and what is not, within the 
statute, particularly as to delivery and acceptance, invests the 
law with a degree of mystery and doubt beyond the compre- 
hension of ordinary men engaged in trade, and exposes them 
to the risk of being constantly plundered by designing persons. 
The very principle of giving something “ to bind the bargain” 
is barbarous in the extreme, and unworthy of a civilised age. 
This section of the Statute of Frauds is used as a weapon in 
the hands of a dishonest buyer, whose object is to repudiate 
a bargain which intentionally he may not have ratified, while 
it is powerless in the hands of a man who has an honest claim 
to have the bargain fulfilled. It is neither a protection to a 
buyer in a rising market, nor to a seller in a falling one. 

Where parties dealing are strangers to, or suspicious of, each 
other, it may be safely left to their own judgment to annex 
such conditions as they may deem necessary to ensure the 
fulfilment of a contract. This is the practice in general, not- 
withstanding the existence of this obnoxious section; and 
such would certainly continue were that section repealed to- 
morrow, confidence between man and man being felt, as a rule 
in all ordinary contracts, to be a sufficient guarantee for their 
fulfilment. There are houses of business in England where 
verbal contracts exceed one hundred thousand in number 
every year. In a commercial population, therefore, of twenty- 
seven millions of people spread over the United Kingdom, 
whose existence is almost entirely dependent on buying and 
selling, the enormous number of verbal contracts arising 
amongst them baffles all human conception. It is futile to say 
that traders are governed by the Statute of Frauds in their 
business transactions with each other. They are governed 
by the common impulses of human nature, and by the con- 
fidence which every man is willing to place in the good faith 
of his customer. It is altogether a work of supererogation to 
attempt to regulate by law the operations between man and 
man on principles inconsistent with the confiding habits of 
the people. It is not that the existence of such a law has 
prevented dispute and consequent litigation between par- 
ties, but that people have never troubled themselves as to 
its provisions, and, as a rule, are upright and honest in 
their dealings with each other, on the common principles of 





expediency, as well as morality, without even knowing, far 
less caring, about the boundary lines laid down for their 
government by this section of the statute. It is apprehended 
by some persons that by a repeal of the section the present 
practice of delivering bought and sold contracts for colonial 
produce, shares, stocks, &c., may by possibility be compromised, 
and a system of fraud be introduced, under the authority of 
law, by which verbal contracts in respect to such transactions 
might have equal force as the system of written contracts at 
present in use. But no such result need be dreaded, as the 
natural consequence of a repeal of the 17th section. In Scot- 
land and our colonies, as well as in every country on the face 
of Europe where the principle comprehended in that section has 
never been adopted, all dealings of that class are effected 
through the intermediate agency of brokers, or by the exchange 
of written contracts between merchants, as in this country. It 
is the mercantile usage, which is not a custom merely, but a 
law of itself, against which there is no higher law in opposition, 
Mercantile usage commands the same supremacy in this 
country, and there is nothing in the proposed repeal which 
could in the least degree affect it, as it is founded on the most 
unexceptional principles of morality and expediency. But 
were there likely to be any foundation for such fears, nothing 
is easier than to obviate it by an enactment specifying the 
exceptions where written contracts alone shall be held to be 
binding. 

It was moved that the clause in question ought to be 
repealed, and an act passed dispensing with the mention of any 
amount, and providing that in specified contracts the agreement 
should be reduced to writing. 

The resolution was ultimately adopted. 





Deputation TO Lorp PALMERSTON. 


On the afternoon of Friday, the 30th ult., a deputation from 
the Conference had an interview with Lord Palmerston. 

Lord BrouGHuam, in introducing the deputation, said that 
the Conference had been of a most satisfactory nature in many 
respects, particularly in the general disposition of the members 
to confine themselves to practical and attainable objects. The 
importance of the Conference was only equalled by that which 
was held four years ago for the assimilation of the mercantile 
law of the three kingdoms. The unanimity which prevailed 
on the present occasion was the more remarkable because the 
scope of the Conference was more widely extended, and the 
subjects incomparably more numerous and important. The 
amount of compensation, £28,900 a year, pressed greatly upon 
the suitors, because the whole was paid out of fees. There 
was also the burden of officers’ salaries, and the conference 
expressed a hope that it would be found practicable to throw 
these burdens off the shoulders of the creditors on to the 
consolidated fund. As to the offices of manager, broker, and 
accountant, the conference was of opinion that those offices 
might be abolished, and the duties discharged by the official 
assignee (Hear). There was also great dissatisfaction with 
the system of appeals, the present system being extremely 
burdensome to the parties; and one great evil was, that the 
appeal was made from the judge who knew all the circum- 
stances, and had the power of knowing the conduct of a bank- 
rupt, to a judge who had not had such opportunity, and who, 
to a great extent, must be ignorant of the real state of the 
case. It had been very much complained of that there was 
a very irregular attendance of the Bankruptcy Commissioners, 
and a strong feeling prevailed that their more regular atten- 
dance should be rendered compulsory. There was also a 
general feeling that the bankruptcy and the insolvency should 
be placed under one tribunal, and that traders and non-traders 
should be placed in the same category. They were also of 
opinion that the winding-up jurisdiction should be transferred 
to the Bankruptcy Court, so that such proceedings as had been 
recently witnessed, of cases being bandied about from one 
court to another, might be done away with. The conference 
had expressed an opinion that Mr. Crauford’s Judgment and 
Execution Bill should, without delay, be passed into law 
(Hear, hear). Upon the subject of the general registration of 
partnerships there was a very general concurrence. The 
noble and learned lord then spoke of the decisions of the con- 
ference on the Statute of Frauds, tribunals of commerce, and 
the other matters which had been under discussion. 

Lord PamMersron assured the deputation that the Govern- 
ment would give the greatest possible attention to the matters 
which Lord Brougham had explained. Any representation 
coming from such a meeting as that representing the great 
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commercial interests of almost all the great commercial towns 
of the country, must necessarily command the attention of the 
Government; and the high authority of the noble lord who had 
been chosen as the organ of the meeting—were he alone in 
the room—would be sufficient to command the greatest de- 
ference and respect on the part of the Government. 

> 





Law Amendment Society. 


FOURTEENTH SESSION—SEVENTH GENERAL MEETING. 
Fesruary 2nd, 1857, 

Lorp BrovucHam took the Chair at eight o'clock. 

Amongst those present were— Mr. Pitt Taylor, Mr. F. 
Hill, Mr. Edgar, Mr. Tudor, Mr. W. Hawes, Mr. E. Field, Mr. 
£. Laurence, Mr. Reed, Mr. Howell, Mr. Vaughan, Mr. John 
P. Foster, Mr. Teulon, Mr. W. White, Mr. Neil Baillie, Mr. 
Roche, Mr. C. Webster, Mr. A. Hill, Mr. Back, Mr. Stuart 
Glennie, Mr. Wingrove Cooke, Mr. Crewe, Mr. Salomons, &c. 

The following gentlemen were balloted for and elected— 
Robert Miller, Esq.; John Benjamin Smith, Esq, M.P.; 
Thomas Dunn, Esq.; Arnold White, Esq.; John Jamieson, 
Esq. ; Francis Codd, Esq.; William Loxham Farrer, Esq. ; 
G. R. Longden, Esq. ; Thomas Lott, Esq. 

Lorp BrovGHam mentioned that the London Trade Pro- 
tection Society had become a corporate member of the Society. 

Mr. Howe v then read a paper on the Law of Partnership, 
and in the course of the discussion on it, Mr. Lawrance men- 
tioned that there was a female who had lodged in the Royal 
British Bank the sum of £46, which, by the payment of the 
dividend, had been reduced to £35. She had obtained judg- 
ment and execution against the official manager, and she had, 
by her attorney, been induced to take out nine summonses 
against nine separate shareholders, the costs of which must 
largely exceed the entire amount of her original claim. He 
regretted that this attorney was not present, that he 
might mention his name in order that he might expose 
the acts of those legal cormorants who had brought dis- 
grace upon that profession of which he had the honour to 
be a member. He had been now thirty years practising as a 
solicitor, during which time he had seen a great deal of misery 
arising out of the defective state of the law, but the misery 
he had seen arising from the Royal British Bank was in 
itself greater than the aggregate of all that he had witnessed 
during his professional career. 

The society then adjourned till Monday next, the 9th of 
February, at eight o'clock, to consider the report on the 
Testamentary Jurisdiction. 


————____—_—_ 
Orders in Chancery. 

GENERAL ORDERS AND RULEs or Tue Hien Court or 
CHANCERY, ISSUED BY THE Lorp HicH CHANCELLOR, 
Jan. 30, 1857. 

WuereEas of late years various alterations have taken place in 
the practice and procedure of the Court of Chancery, whereby 
certain of the fees heretofore allowed to the solicitors of the 
court have ceased, and others of such fees have become inap- 
plicable to the duties which the solicitors have to perform; and 
it is desirable that a new and revised list of fees should be 
made. 

Now, upon consideration thereof, 

The Right Honourable Robert Monsey, Lord Cranworth, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the advice and 
assistance of the Right Honourable Sir James Lewis Knight 
Bruce and the Right Honourable Sir George James Turner) the 
Lords Justices of the Court of Appeal in Chancery), the Honour- 
able the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin Kindersley, the 
Honourable the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart, and the Honour- 
able the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page Wood, doth order 
and direct as follows :— 

1. The several orders and parts of orders following are dis- 
charged, so far as regards all costs incurred subsequent to the 
time when this order comes into operation ; 

The order of the 26th day of February, 1807, except so 
much thereof as is mentioned in the second schedule 
hereto. 

The sixth schedule to the order of the 26th October, 1842. 

The 121st section of the order of the 8th May, 1845. 

So much of the thirty-third section of the order of the 
22nd April, 1850, as relates to the fees to be charged 
by and allowed to solicitors. 


The fourth section of the order of the 7th August, 1852, 
and the schedule A. appended to such order. 

The fifth section of the order of the 23rd October, 1852. 

2. Solicitors are to be entitled to charge and be allowed the 
fees set forth in the column headed lower scale in the first 
schedule hereto, in the several cases following, unless the court 
shall make order to the contrary ; that is to say, 

Ist. In all suits by creditors, legatees (whether specific, 
pecuniary, or residuary), devisees (whether in trust or 
otherwise), heirs at law or next of kin, in which the 
personal or real, or personal and real estate, for or against 
or in respect of which, or for an account or administration 
of which, the demand may be made, shall be under 
the amount or value of £1,000. 

2ndly. In all suits for the execution of trusts in which the 
trust estate or fund shall be under the amount or value 
of £1,000. 

Srdly. In all suits for foreclosure or redemption, or for en- 
forcing any charge or lien, in which the mortgage 
whereon the suit is founded, or the charge or lien sought 
to be enforced, shall be under the amount or value of 
£1,000. 

4thly. In all suits for specific performance, in which the 
purchase money or consideration shall be under the 
amount or value of £1,000. 

dthly. In all proceedings under the trustees relief acts, or 
under the trustee acts, or under any of such acts, in 
which the trust estate or fund to which the proceeding 
relates shall be under the amount or value of £1,000. 

6thly. In all proceedings relating to the guardianship or 
maintenance of infants, in which the property of the 
infant shall be under the amount or value of £1,000. 

7thly. In all proceedings by special case, and in all pro- 
ceedings relating to funds carried to separate accounts, 
and in all proceedings under any railway or private Act 
of Parliament, or under any other statutory or summary 
jurisdiction, and generally in all other cases where the 
estate or fund to be dealt with, shall be under the 
amount or value of £1,000. 

3. In all other cases solicitors are to be entitled to charge and 
be allowed the fees set forth in the column headed higher scale 
in the first schedule hereto, unless the court shall make order to 
the contrary as to all or any of the parties. 

4. The fees of court, now collected by means of stamps, are to 
be reduced and varied as set forth in the third schedule hereto. 

The fees set forth in the column headed lower scale in the 
third schedule hereto are to be paid in all cases in which 
the lower scale uf fees is to be charged by and allowed to 
solicitors, under the provisions of the second section of this 
order; and the fees of court set forth in the column headed 
higher scale in the third schedule hereto are to be paid in all 
other cases. 

The solicitor or party instituting any proceeding in respect of 
which he claims to pay the fees of court according to the lower 
scale, is to file with the Clerk of Records and Writs a certificate 
in the form hereunder set forth, of which certificate the Clerk of 
Records and Writs is, at the request of any solicitor, or any 
party acting in person, in the suit or matter, to mark a copy. 

On production of such copy of the certificate, the officers of 
the court are to receive and file all proceedings in the suit or 
matter bearing stamps according to the lower scale. . , 

In any case certified for the lower scale of court fees, in which 
it shall happen that the solicitor shall become entitled to charge 
and be allowed according to the higher scale of solicitors’ fees, 
the deficiency in the fees of court is to be made good. ; 

In any case in which the fees of court have been paid upon 
the higher scale, and in which it shall happen that the solicitor 
shall become entitled to charge and be allowed only according 
to the lower scale of solicitors’ fees, the excess of fees of court so 
paid may be allowed upon the taxation of costs, if the circum- 
stances of the case shall, in the judgment of the taxing master, 
justify such allowance. 

This order is to come into operation on the Ist day of 
February, 1857. 


Form of Certificate for paying the Lower Scale of Court Fees. 





(Title of Cause or Matter.) 
I hereby certify, that to the best of my judgment and belief, 
the lower scale of fees of court is applicable to this case. 
Dated, &c., 





A.B., 
Solicitor for ——. 
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THE FIRST SCHEDULE. 


Schedule of Fees and Charges to be allowed to Solicitors. 


INSTRUCTIONS. 


For claims, original summons in chambers, special 
cases, answers, examinations, saieccagianen pleas, 
and exceptions ... Oe aie ane as oe 

For bills... oes a ove 

For amended or supplemental bill ose ‘an ove 

For brief on moving for injunction . 

For interrogatories for examination of parties ‘or 
witnesses... sso ne ie oo was 

For special petitions Sis Re er nee ose 

For special affidavits 

For brief in a suit by bill, on ‘cause ‘coming. on for 
hearing, to be charged on service of notice of mo- 
tion for a decree or on service of subpeena to hear 
judgment.. one 

For brief on claim, to include all ‘observations 

For ditto to move for leave to file one 

To defend proceedings commenced by vill, 
special case, petition, or original summons.. ° 

For instructions for order to revive or add parties ove 

As to bills and answers, examinations, affidavits, 
and petitions, when the larger scale is appli- 
cable, in lieu of the fixed fees for instructions 
for and for drawing, the Taxing Master is to 
be at liberty to take into his consideration the 
special circumstances of each case, and at his 
discretion to make such allowances for work, 
labour, and expenses properly performed and 
incurred in or about the preparation of the 
bill or answer, examination, affidavit, or peti- 
tion, as shall appear to him to be just, having 
regard to the length of the document, the 
nature of the suit, the interests of the parties, 
and the fund or person from which or by 
whom the costs are to be paid. 


claim, 


THE PREPARATION 
(The Chancery folio to be 


For drawing bills, special cases, answers, pleas, de- 
murrers, exceptions, interrogatories, petitions, 
and affidavits, per folio... oon she 7 ae 

For engrossing on parchment, per folio oes ave 

For ditto on paper... one 

For drawing statements and other documents for 
the Judge's or Master’s chambers, when required, 
including the fair copy thereof to leave in chambers 

For the like drawing when the larger scale is ap- 
plicable ... poe eee one 

For fair copy thereof to be left in chambers wale 

For drawing all advertisements to be signed by the 
Master or Judge’s clerk, including the attendance 
thereon ... 

For drawing request to the Accountant- Gencral to 
lay out cash son eee 

For ditto for every carrying over of cash or stock on 

For drawing caveat against signing or inrolling any 
decree or order ... * ove 

For drawing special notice of motion one 

Or per folio .. ons 

For drawing a claim aa ep eR on 

For ditto at the Master's discr etion re 

For drawing such observations for counsel to accom- 
pany brief (except on claims) as may be necessary 
and proper, per sheet ... 

—- the brief on further consideration, per 
shee’ oe mF 

For preparing and filing Teplication . 

For drawing statement on which counsel to move for 
order to revive or add parties, and copy... 

Or, according to circumstances, at per sheet... 

For drawing petition to revive, at per folio ... cos 

For drawing and copying certificate to satan 
guardians ad litem oes 

For amending each copy of a bill or ‘daim ‘to serve 
where no reprint 

For a each brief pill, “or claim, where no 
reprint 

For preparing an original summons for the purpose 
of proceedings originating in chambers... 

For endorsing an original summons and the copies 
under Order VI. of 16th October, 1852, and at- 
tending to get same sealed ... 

For preparing every other summons, “and attending 
to get same filled up and sealed at chambers 

If special, not to exceed . 

For drawing bills of costs, including the copy ‘for the 
Master’s office, per folio fase 

ae certifying anette’ under lower scale of court 

‘ees one 
The fee for drawing a ‘document i in all cases in- 
cludes a copy, if required, for the use of the 
solicitor or client, or for the settlement of 

counsel. 


For Perusais. 


For perusing the print of a bill by the ee 8 

solicitor ... eee ove 
If exceeding 60 folios at per folio toe ose sos 
For perusing the print of an amended bill... aa 
If amendments exceeding 40 folios, at per folio ... 
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For perusing an amended bill when am negepi in 
writing ... 
If amendments exceeding 20 foli 0s, at per foli io 
For perusing an answer ... cee * eee 
If exceeding 40 folios, at per folio 
For perusing an examination, at per folio... 
For perusing all special affidavits filed by an opposing 
party, at per folio 
For perusing copy supplemental ‘statement, under 15 
& 16 Vict. ¢. 86, 8.53... “ 
For perusing copy order to revive eee 
The fees for perusal are not to apply w here the 
same solicitor is for both parties, 


Copies. 


Copies of all documents are to be at the rate of per folio 

Or per sheet of 10 folios, at ee 

Having regard to the preceding fees for peru al, the 
fee for ‘“‘abbreviating”’ is to cease, and no close 
copies are now to be allowed as of course, but the 
allowance is to depend on the propriety of making 
the copy, which in each case is to be shown and 
considered. 

For examining and correcting a proof, at per folio... 

For each copy of a Judge's summons, to leave in 
chambers or to serve ... oes 

For each copy of a notice of motion, order, or certifi- 
cate to serve ove 

Oratperfolio ... 


ATTENDANCES. 


For attending on a Master’s warrant ... 
Or according to circumstances, not to exceed per 
For attending each counsel with his brief, 
abstract, in a suit or other proceeding in t 
For the like where the fee amounts to 5 guine 
Where it amounts to 20 guineas 
Where it amounts to 40 guineas or upwards... sia 
For attending to present special petition and for 
same answered ... ove 
For si to present petition for order of ‘cours Se, 
and for order 
For attendance on counsel and “court on n jotion “of 
course, and for order ... 
For attending on the day in which a cause or] I petit on 
stands on the paper for hearing 
For attending when heard 
Or according to circumstances, not to exceed per diem 
For attending the court on every special motion, 








court 






each day ... ove iin ove ose eee 
The like when heard... eve nak ves 
Or according to circumstances, not to excec ad wk 
For attending on motion for or to discharge order for 
injunction, or ne ereat, when heard, per diem... 


Or according to circumstances, not to exceed 

For attending to get answer or special affidavit sworn 

For attendance on the registrar for directions to the 
accountant-general to sell or transfer stock 

For attendance on the accountant-general thereon .. 

For attending the canasicmeenepanees with request 
to lay out cash ... 

The like to carry over cash or “stock ‘to another ac- 
count in his books one 

For attending accountant-general to identif} y a ‘person 
receiving a check Bes oes 

For attending the ‘accountant-general With “order 
bespeak, and afterwards to procure his direc fens 
for payment of money into court, attending at the 
Bank of England to pay the money, and for at- 
tending on the accountant-general w ith the rec eipt. 
and at the Report Office to bespeak and anaapid 
the office copy ... eve 

Where the sum paid in shall amount to; £ 100° 

And where the same shall amount to £1,000.. 

And where the same shall amount to £5,000.. uae 

For attending the Master on signing report .. 
For attending to file report and certific: tes. at the 
Report office, and for office copy... 
For attending Examiner to procure appoi 
examine witnesses eee 

For attending the examination ‘of w itnes 
Examiner ste 

Or according to circumstances, not to excee ed pe r diem 

But if without counsel the fee may, at the Master's 
discretion, be increased to... 

For attending to settle, and afterw: ards to read ov! er 
the engrossme.t of an answer or examination 

If the same exceed 20 folios and under 50 folios... 

And for each additional 30 folios one 

For attending to insert an advertisement in Gazette 

For entering caveat with the clerks of records and 
writs oon ove 

For attending to procure certificate of: a cay eat 

For attending Registrar to certify abatement or set- 
tlement of suit, and to have same so marked in 
the Cause Book . 

For attending the printer with a vill or 
beprinted... 

For attending to get copies of ‘bill, claim, 
rogatories, marked for service one 

For attending to take instructions to appear, “and ‘to 
enter the appearance of one or more de? ee 
not exceeding three ... oe 





‘ment to 


8 s before 





claim to 


or inter- 


SoS = © e6¢ see 


Lower 
Scale. 
8s. d. 


oo coc e9saeoom 
— epooeoen 


aoe 


= on o vo om wo 
cohtwmw con® ©2 ® © OOSK Sw oc so Ww 


ow 
on 


Qo 
ao 2m 


-_ 


HA A A AS2SSmw 
oc o~m mn BP BOSS 


to 


6 
6 


=~ LDHeDn 


oo 
xz 


Higher 
Scale 


£ 


oo o ccoceo 


So 


oo 


wo 


ve Oo SC S&S CS NeKCO 


a) 


Soe S&S Co Om 


no o o CwKwmKH Oo 


oc ocero ww 


— 


& 


— 
ww So ecocoucem 


— 


wo 


on- 


_ 
oe On no 


_ 


a Awww 


a 


6 


d. 


a> pro 


~ 


> 


on 


core 


aoc ~~ > cococ ae 


ed 


2oocr 


ne 


we 


rao = o- 


re 








aes i} 


> be aro 


~> 


_ =. 


eaWwO Nevo we WF St ee woULUW 
coococ ~ oe core oe 


>> > 


wre Ww 
nxoococ 


we a 
er x 


Pam WO ww 


mr 
nacre FS So 


an 
Pe 


oo Da 
yr RP 


6 8 











Fes. 7, 1857. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


141 








If exceeding three, for every additional number not 
exceeding three... ee a 

For attending at chambers to get original summons 
and duplicate examined and ‘sealed .. 

For attending at the Record and W rit Office to file 
duplicate and examine copies, and getsame stamped 

For attending on a summons or other appointment, 
each day, a fee of 6s. 8d., 13s. 4d., or £1 Is., accord- 
ing to circumstances; each attendance to be al- 
lowed by the Judge or his chief clerk. Where 
from the length of the attendance, or from the 
difficulty of the case, the Judge shall think the 
highest of the above fees an insufficient remune- 
ration for the services performed, or where 
the preparation of the case to lay it before the 
Judge shall have required skill and labour for 
which no fee has been allowed, the Judge may 
allow such further fee, not exceeding one guinea, 
or, where the higher scale is applicable, two gui- 
neas, as in his discretion he may think fit . 

[Power to increase to 10 guineas, under Order of 
2nd February, 1854.] 

For perusing the ‘affidavits of claimants coming in 
under Order xxxvi. of 16th October, 1852, and 
attending in chambers at the time appointed by 
the advertisement, where the number of claims do 
not exceed five ... 

Where the number e xceeds five, “for ev ory addition: al 
number, not exceeding five, an additional sum of 

For attending for every order drawn up by the chief 
clerk, and at the Registrar's office to get same 
entered ... oo 

for attending to enter claim under Order XXXVI. ‘of 
16th October, 1852, and to file affidavit ... a“ 

For the plaintiff or party having the conduct of the 
order, attending the registrar with brief and 
papers to bespeak minutes or order, not being an 
order of course ... 

For ditto, for preparing “list of "evidence read (but 
only when required by the Registrar, and certified 
by him) ... 

Or according to lensth, at per folio <.. 

Attending to settle the draft or minutes of any de- 
cree or order... 

Or, at the Taxing Master’: 8 ; discretion, “hot to ‘exceed 

Attending to pass any decree order not being an 
order of course including the entry thereof pe 
N.B-—The Registrar will leave the order for entry. 

In case the Registrar shall certify that a special 
allowance ought to be made in respect of any 
unusual difficulty in settling and passing an 
order, the Taxing Master is to consider the 
same, and make such allowance to all or any 
of the parties as to him shall seem just. 

For attending to procure certificate of pleadings... 

For attending to procure Accountant-General’s cer- 
tificate of fund in court es 

For attending to obtain consent of next friend to sue 
in his name ° 

For attending to give consent to take answer without 
oath, to hear cause as short, and for other necessary 
or proper consents of a like nature ... eee eee 

For attending to procure such consents eee 

For procuring certificate of counsel to mark cause 
short, and attending registrar thereon pat 

For attendance to mark Master or conveyancing 
counsel ... 

For attendances i in consultation or in conference with 
counsel ... 

For attending to set ‘down cause or appeal for hearing 

For attending to leave papers with — S$ secretary 
prior to hearing... oe 

« attending court on appointment of a guardian ad 
item eee a 

For attending to procu: “e ‘transcri pts of Accountant- 
General's books, when necessary... 

The fees for consent are not to apply where the 
same solicitor is for both parties. 


Writs. 


For every writ of subpoena duces tecum eee 

For a writ or writs of subpoena other than subpena 
duces tecum, if the number of names therein shall 
not exceed three ° 

Ifexceeding three names, for every additional number 
not exceeding three 

For preparing every other w rit} w without | or der 4 

For every writ under order, except special injunction 

For special injunction, sting engrossment and 
docket... eee one 

Or per folio... as 

For inrolling a decree or order ... 

Or per folio... 






ae E3 AND SERVICES. 

For service of a notice of motion, exclusive of copy... 
For notice to a solicitor of appearance, answer, 
demurrer, plea, amendment, and replication a 
For notice of claim, under 36th order of 16th October, 

852 ooo 
For notice of evidence to be read ‘in Judge's chambers 
For notice of filing affidavit or set of affidavits filed, 
or which ought properly to have been filed together, 
to be read in court 
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" For notice of appointment for settling and passing 
minutes, decrees, or orders, before the registrar ... 
| For copy and service of a warrant on a solicitor... 
For service of a Judge's summon’s, exclusive of the 





copy . ss pe 
For service of a petition os isn 
| For service of an order, exclusive of the copy | one 


For other necessary or proper notice ... a 

For services on a party or witness such reason- 
able charges and expenses as may be properly 
incurred, according to distance or by the 
employment of an agent. 

The fees for notices and services are not to apply 
where the same solicitor is for both parties, 
unless it be necessary for the purpose of making 
affidavit of service. 

There is to be one notice only of settling 
minutes, and one notice of passing decree or 
order, which, if necessary, are to be continued 
by adjournment, of which all parties are to 
take notice. 

OaTHs AND EXHIBITs. 


To the Commissioner for oath in London, page 
to statute eee see “. en “ 

In the country 

To the solicitor for preparing each exhibit, ‘in town 
and count Kan 

The Commissioner, for mar rking “each exhibit 


TeRM FEE. 

For a term fee in all causes, for every term in which 
a proceeding by the party shall take place 

And for letters per term . 

In country agency causes the further fee for letters of 

And if it be shown to the satisfaction of the Taxing 
Master that the agency correspondence has been 
special and extensive, he is to be at liberty to make 
a special allowance in respect thereof. 

In addition to the term fee the necessary expense of 
the postage, carriage, and transmission of docu- 
ments is to be allowed. 

The like term fee and for letters in matters as in 
causes. 

Where no proceeding is taken which carries a term 
fee, a charge for letters may be allowed, if the cir- 
cumstances shall require it. 

For any work or labour properly performed and not 
herein provided for, such allowances are to be made 
as heretofore. 


THE SECOND SCHEDULE. 


not discharged or altered. 


For perusing abstract, every three brief sheets we 

For perusing the draft of every deed, for each skin... 

For examining the ba tina with the draft, for 
every three skins pe 

For making all attested copies, e Samnining and 
attesting same, per folio ose oes 


THE THIRD SCHEDULE. 


In the Judge's Chambers. 

For every original summons for the ee of ~~ 
ceedings * ‘wiginating in chambers 

For every duplicate thereof... = one 

For every oth: or summons oes 

For every order drawn up by the chief clerk, made 
upon applications for time to plead, answer, or 
demur, for leave to amend bills or claims, or for 
enlarging publication, or the period for oe 
evidence . 

For every other order dr: aw n up ‘by the ‘chief clerk .. 

For every advertisement.. o eee ie 

For every certificate or report a eco 

For every certificate upon the passing of a receiver’ "3 
or consignee’s account, a further fee in — of 
each £100 received of .. 

For every oath, affirmation, declaration, or “attesta- 
tion upon honour 


In the Meder 8 Opiees. 

For every warrant or summons oun ene eee 

For every certificate or report . 

For taking the acknowled; ement of “every “married 
woman ... 

For attending any court per day by the clerk 

For every certificate upon the passing of a receiver 
or consignee’s s account, a further fee in — of 
each £100, received of... as ee i a 

In the pcrenstie Ofc e. 

For every decree or decretal order made by the 
Court on a special case, or on the original hearing 
of a cause or claim, or on motion for a decree, and 
on further directions, or further consideration not 
made on summons adjourned from chambers en 

For every order on petition or motion of course 

For every other order 

For every office copy of a decree or “order, “and for 





every office copy of a petition of appeal or rehear- 
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Lower Higher 
Scale. Scale. 
£24 624 
ing made on the 3rd of the General Orders of the 
25th of October, 1852 010 0 10 0 


Note.—The above fees are to “include the ‘charge 
for entry. 


In the Examiners’ Office. 


For every witness sworn and examined, seniaaatee 
oath, foreach hour... c 

For every witness sworn and examined aw ay from 
the office (besides coach hire and reasonable ex- 


penses) ove eee a 2 Ot 74 
If more than “fiv e miles from the 1e Examiner's wm, 
for the first day... oe a ae - 215 0 215 0 
For every other day sin 2203232320 
Upon every application to inspect depositions, “nclud- 
ing the inspection oe 030 03830 
Upon every application to search book for ‘causes, 
including search o7 0 @ ta 
Upon every application ‘to searc ch book for’ F deposi 
tions, including search... 010 010 
In the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office. 
For making all office and other copies, per folio 004 004 
For filing every bill or information 010 0 100 
For filing every claim... ose ooo 050 05 0 
For filing every special case... ,;e@e8 10°86 
Upon entering every appearance, if not more than 
three defendants o?s #78 
If more than three and not exceeding | six defendants 014 0 14 0 
And the same proportion for every like number 
of defendants. 
For every certificate veo 040 04 0 
For marking every copy of a bill, claim, or summons 
to be served ee ore 8 6s 
For every writ of summons, aistringas, subpeena, of or 
attachment woe 050 05 0 
For sealing every other writ , oo FO 6 
For every oath, affirmation, declaration, or ‘attesta- 
tion upon honour, except for the purpose of receipt 
of dividends from the Accountant-General.. wa OEE OT SE 


For examining every copy or part of a copy of a set 
of interrogatories, and resin same as an office 
copy 

Upon every ‘application for a sear ch for a record, and 
for searching 

Upon every application to inspect a record, ‘and for 
inspecting the same 

Upon every application to inspect exhibits, if occupied 
not more than one hour ooo eee 

If more than one hour, per diem ee 

Upon every application for the officer's attendance i in 
courts of law per diem, and for his attendance, 


ao 


eo. ct 8 © 
a w 
oo coc cfc ©& 


i — a — a) 
— 
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besides reasonable expenses of the officer ... 100 10 0 
Upon every application for the officer's attendance in 

a court of equity, and for his attendance, perdiem 010 0 010 0 
Upon every application to swear an invalid, including 

the attendance, besides necessary expenses + 010 0 010 0 
For examining and signing inrolments of decrees 

and orders * 300 300 
For filing caveat against claim: to reviv e, or against 

decree, or order, or inrolment 050 050 
For filing supplemental statement or “statement for 

revivor ... 050 010 0 
For filing every affiday it, ” including “schedules and 

exhibits ... - 0 26 02 6 
For every application to inspect an affidavit .. 006 00 6 
For eared ssid record of a bill, sigan or r special 

case * . eae 010 0 010 0 


In the Taxing Master’s Office. 


For every warrant or summons, but not more than 
one warrant or summons is to be issued on one bill, 
or set of bills, unless the Taxing Master shall think 


it necessary to issue a new warrant or summons... 0 10 0 3 0 
On signing every report and certificate eee 010 0 100 
Upon the taxation of every bill of costs, as taxed, 

where the amount shall not exceed £20... 010 0 010 0 
Upon every additional £20 or nes part thereof, 

a further fee ot . 010 0 010 0 
For every oath, _aftirmation, or attestation upon 

honour ... °° - 0 16 01 6 

In the Lord Chancellor's Principal Secretary's Office. 
On all attendable petitions, setup reheari ings, and 

letters missive ... 050 100 
On all non-attendable petitions .. te -- 0 5 0 010 0 
On a matter of course order on a petition of right -- 010 0 010 0 
On an order for a commission on a petition of right... 1 0 0 1 0 0 

In the Office of the Secretary at the Rolls. 
On every petition set down for “ais to include 

the fee on hearing eos ose 0 100 
On the petition for every order of course -- 010 050 
On the admission of every solicitor ... -- 0 00 117 0 

In the Office of the Accountant-General. 
For preparing power of attorney with affidavit, 

exclusive of stamp duty ite eee soe ine 0 03 0 
Upon every application for a search ... 050 050 
For transcript of accounts, each opening consisting 

of debtor ané creditor sides of the account.. 020 020 





FEBRUARY 2, IN THE 20TH YEAR OF THE REIGN 
or Her Magesty QueEN Vicroria, 1857. 


The Right Honourable Robert Monsey, Lord Cranworth, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with the advice 
and consent of The Right Honourable Sir John Romilly, Master 
of the Rolls, The Right Honourable Sir James Lewis Knight 
Bruce, and The Right Honourable Sir George James Turner 
(the Lords Justices of the Court of Appeal in Chancery), The 
Honourable the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin Kindersley, 
The Honourable the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart, and The 
Honourable the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page Wood, doth 
hereby, in pursuance of the act passed in the session of Par- 
liament holden in the fifth and sixth years of the reign of Her 
present Majesty, intituled ‘‘ An Act for abolishing certain offices 
in the High Court of Chancery in England,” and in pursuance 
and execution of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
order and direct :— 

That in lieu of the Order numbered twenty-two, comprised in 
the General Order of the twenty-sixth day of October, 1842, 
the following Order be substituted, (that is to say)— 

Service of all writs, notices, summonses, orders, warrants, 
rules, documents, and other proceedings, not requiring personal 
service upon the party to be affected thereby, shall be made 
before seven o'clock in the evening, except on Saturdays, when 
it shall be made before two o’clock in the afternoon, and if made 
after seven o'clock in the evening, on any day except Saturdays, 
the service shall be deemed as made on the following day, and 
if made after two o’clock in the afternoon on Saturday, the 
service shall be deemed as made on the following Monday. 

This Order is to come into operation on the tenth day of 
February, 1857. —- 

CHANCERY EAsTER VACATION. 
Monday, Feb. 2, 1857. 


Whereas, by the first article of the Eighth of the General 
Orders of the High Court of Chancery, of the 8th May, 1845, 
it is provided that the Easter Vacation is to commence and 
terminate on such days as the Lord Chancellor shall every 
year specially direct. Now, I do hereby order that the Easter 
Vacation for the present year shall commence on Saturday, 
April 4, next, and terminate on Tuesday, April 14, next, 
both days inclusive: And that this order be entered by the 
registrar, and set up in the several offices of this court. 

(Signed) Cranwortn, C. 


<> 
Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS Fes. 3. 

Lord BrovGHam expressed his satisfaction at the promises 
of the Government with respect to measures for the improve- 
ment of the law, and he had every confidence that these 
promises would be performed. Never was there a time when 
such reforms were more needed in all branches of the law. 
Without entering now into a discussion on the ticket-of-leave 
question, he would say that some change or other must take 
place in the mode of dealing with prisoners. It was not easy 
to say what that change should be, but a considerable increase 
in the number of our police-officers, he believed, would be 
absolutely necessary. He had lately had the honour of pre- 
siding over a conference of delegates from all the great mer- 
cantile towns, at which certain changes in the mercantile law 
were discussed. These mercantile men had had more oppor- 
tunities than any other for estimating the disadvantages of the 
present law, and he hoped their lordships would give a favour- 
able ear to their representations. 

The Lorp CuancELorsaid that, asthe paragraph in the Royal 
Speech with regard to law reform was rather vague, it would 
probably be acceptable to their lordships if he intimated to 
them more in detail what measures it was the intention of the 
Government to introduce. The first subject to which the 
Government had directed their attention was the reform of the 
ecclesiastical courts —- a subject of the greatest importance, 
and one which, singularly enough, had been undertaken with- 
out success by every Government during the last twenty-five 
years, On that day week he should ask their lordships’ leave 
to introduce three bills—one for the reform of testamentary 
jurisdiction, another to amend the laws of marriage and divorce, 
and a third on the subject of church discipline. The Attorney- 
General would also, as soon as possible, ask for leave to intro- 
duce into the other House, a bill to render criminal, breaches of 
trust, of which there had unfortunately been so many instances 
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of late. Some time ago, it would be in the recollection of their 
lordships, a commission was issued to inquire into the subject of 
the registration of lands ; that commissson had not yet reported, 
though he had reason to know that it had prepared the drafts 
of two bills to be laid before Parliament on the subject. In the 
meantime it was his intenton to ask the Legislature to effect a 
minor reform in the same direction, to render extremely simple 
mortgages of land by means of registration. Their lordships 
were aware that there was at work at the present moment 
a commission for the consolidation of the statute law ; no- 
body unacquainted with the subject could comprehend 
half the difficulties which beset it; but the commission had suc- 
ceeded in consolidating the whole criminal law, and bills similar 
to those which he had laid on the table on the last day of the 
previous session would be introduced for the purpose of effecting 
that consolidation. Heshouldalso ask their lordships to refer the 
second report of that commission to a select committee, in order 
to consider the proposition in that report for the adoption of means 
to improve the manner and language of current legislation. 
The member who introduced a bill was generally so glad to 
have it passed that he consented without difficulty to any 
alteration that was proposed in it: and the result was, that, 
when the measure became law, its various provisions were 
found not to dovetail together. Moreover, the language of 
the statutes was frequently discrepant, leading to uncertainty 
as to its meaning. What the Government, therefore, proposed 
was, that there should be an officer appointed, who should be a 
very able lawyer, and whose duties would be to report, when 
called upon, on every bill introduced for the alteration of the 
law; to explain exactly what its effect was, what was its 
bearing on the existing law, and generally to put the whole 
statute in order. And further, after a bill had gone through 
committee, the House should refer it, if it thought fit, to this 
officer to examine and state the alterations it had undergone in 
passing that ordeal, and also to point out how far those altera- 
tions affected its general tenor. Of course, this officer would 
have it in his power to offer suggestions for improving the 
langugge of an act; and it was to be hoped that the result 
would be to render our statutes more clear, less verbose, and 
more in harmony with the common feelings and understandings 
of mankind. Another part of the same officer’s duties would be 
to classify the various acts passed within the year. His func- 
tions would, of course, be at first extremely tentative; but, no 
doubt, as they became gradually more defined, they would 
prove highly useful. Before concluding, it was right also to 
mention that his right hon. friend the Home Secretary intended 
to introduce a measure into the other House on the subject to 
which a noble lord had alluded—namely, that of secondary 
punishments. Having made this announcement, he trusted 
their lordships would not think that the Government had been 
idle during the recess in the important matter of the amend- 
ment of the law. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS Fes. 4. 

Mr. Craururp moved for leave to bring in a bill to render 
judgments or decreets obtained in certain courts in England, 
Scotland, and Ireland respectively effectual in any other part of 
the united kingdom. 

Colonel FrENcH asked whether this was the same bill which 
had been successfully resisted for the last four or five sessions ? 

Mr. Cravururp said, it was the same bill, but it had been 
approved by the Conference on Commercial Law. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was ordered for a 
second reading on Wednesday next. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, Fes. 5. 
SECONDARY PUNISHMENTS. 

Mr. Mixyxs gave notice of his intention, upon the motion 
for the appointment of a select committee to consider the system 
of secondary punishments, to move as an amendment that the 
select committee which sat last year upon the subject of trans- 
portation be re-appointed, and instructions given to it to inquire 
into and report upon the best means of procuring temporary 
employment for discharged prisoners. 


THE VACANT JUDGESHIP. 

Mr. GuApsronE wished to know whether it was intended 
to fill up the vacancy in the Court of Exchequer caused by the 
lamented death of Baron Alderson, or whether it was intended 
to keep open that vacancy until the commission recently 
appointed to inquire into the state of the judicial establishments 
in Westminster-hall had made their report ? 

Sir G. Grey believed it was not intended to keep open the 


vacancy on the bench of the Court of Exchequer during the i 





prosecution of the inquiries of the commission. The instructions 
of that commission were to inquire whether any changes could 
be made consistently with economy and the public convenience, 
whereby a reduction jiu the number of judges could be made. 
At the present time he (Sir G. Grey) was informed that to 
keep open the vacancy caused by the death of Baron Alderson 
would cause great public inconvenience. 


IMPRISONMENT For Dest, &c. 


Mr. HApFIEeLp, in the absence of Mr. A. Pellatt, obtained 
leave to bring in a bill to amend the law of imprisonment for 
debt, to extend the remedies of creditors, and to punish fraud- 
ulent debtors. 

The bill was afterwards brought up and read a first time. 


CRIMINALS. 


Mr. Liuoyp Davies, in the absence of Mr. Packe, moved an 
address for copies of all memorials or addresses to the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department from any public bodies in 
reference to the criminal state of the country during the year 
1856, and up to the present time. 

The motion was agreed to. 


» 
— 


Private Bills before Parliament, 








The House of Commons met on Tuesday, February 3rd, and Wednesday 
being the first day for receiving Private bills, numerous petitions for 
bills, which had been before the Examiners, were presented tothe House, 
and the bills were ordered to be brought in. 

The following list contains the names of those bills in which standing 
orders have been complied with, and the bills proceeded with. 

“ Read’’* means read first time. 















































































































Petition 
NAME OF BILL. Presented Read* 
Feb. Feb, 

Bathgate, Airdrie, and Coatbridge Railway .............. ° 4 5 
Birkenhead Docks Construction ° 4 5 
Birkenhead Docks Manag’ nt 4 5 
Birkenhead, Lancashire, and Cheshire Junction and 

Great Western Railway Companies ...........scceeseee 4 5 
Blackburn Railway 4 5 
Blyth and Tyne Railway 5 — 
Brighton Hove and Preston Water .........+ ececcecesocccece ° 4 5 
Bristol, South Wales, and Southampton 5 _ 
Burslem and Tunstall Gas 5 _ 
Caledonion Railway (lines to Grasslin) 5 _ 
Carlisle and Hawick Railway 4 5 
Chester Water 4 5 
Cork and Bandon Railway 5 = 
Cornwall Railway 4 5 
Dorset Central Railway .......ccccecccessccesscessscesesnseneenes 5 _ 
Dublin and Meath Railway 5 _ 
Dumbarton Railway. 4 5 
East Kent Railway (Extension to Dover) ...........s:e+000 4 5 
Electric Telegraph Company 5 — 
Ely Tidal Harbour and Railway  .......csscscseeceeseeeeseeees 4 4 
Ely Valley Railway 5 _— 
Exeter and Exmouth Railway 4 — 
Fife and Kinross Railway 5 — 
Glasgow City and Suburban Gas .........cccsseseseceeseeeeeee 4 5 
Glasgow Gas 4 5 
Great Southern and Western Extension Railway ......... 4 = 
Great Southern and Western Railway (Capital) ......... 5 _ 
Great Western and Brentford Railway .... m 5 — 
Great Yarmouth Britannia Pier ........ccceeeeeeeeeeee ° 4 5 
Hartlepool Extension and Headland Improvement...... 4 = 
Hereford Cathedral Restoration 5 _ 
Inverness and Nairn Railway 4 5 
Kidsgrove Market d 5 
Kinrosshire Railway 5 
Lancaster and Carlisle and Ingledon Railway ........... ° 4 _ 
Langport, Somerton, and Castie Cary Roads............+++ 4 _ 
Leslie Railway 4 5 
Lewes and Uckfield Railway A 5 
Liverpool and Birkenhead Docks ........s.ssessseeres aaah 4 5 
London and South Western Railway ........... enoacaatoses ° 4 5 
Mallow and Fermoy Railway 5 — 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire (Buxton and 

Cluthorpes) 4 _ 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire (Romiley Rail.) 4 _ 
Metropolitan New Streets, &c. 4 5 
Monklands Railway 5 ~ 
Mersey Conservancy and DOCKS ......ssssseesereeeeeeeeeeeeee 4 5 
Nene Valley Drainage and Navigation.............sccceeeee 5 _ 
New River Company 4 5 
Newry, Warrenpoint, and Rostrevor ........ snseosdececendes 4 5 
Norfolk Estuary. 5 — 
North Eastern Railway (Capital) ........::seescccsrseseeeeeeee 4 — 
North Level Drainage 4 _ 
North Staffordshire Railway 5 _ 
North Western Railway 5 oo 
Oldham, Ashton-under-Lyne and Guide Bridge Junc... 4 5 
Peebles Railway 4 5 
Portadown and Dungannon Railway ......c..sssseeseerere 5 — 
Portsmouth Railway. 5 _— 
Portsmouth Water 4 5 
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Petition 
Presented Read 
Feb. Feb. 


NAME OF BILL. 


Price’s Patent Candle Company «ss... cocccccccseesecs 
Pultney Town Harbour 
Reading Junction Railway. 
Scottish Central Railway....... 
Sittingbourne and Sheerness Railway 
South Devon Railway... 
South Durham and Lancashire Railway .....0..cccccccsessee 
Stockton New Gas, & 
Stratford-upon-Avon ‘Ga 3 
Sunderland Gas. 
Taff Vale Railway.............. 
Tilbury, Maldon, and Colchester Railway........+.-s+++ 
Tralee and Killarney Railway 
Tweed Fisheries 
Tyne Improvement 
Victoria (London) Dock 
Watchet Harbour ...... 
Watchet Harbour Trust .. 
Waterford and Tramore Railway 
Wearmouth Bridge 
West Somerset Mineral Railway 
Whitehaven and Furness Junction Railway 
Whitehaven, Cleator, and Egremont Railway 
Wilnislow and Dorking Road 

The Examiners having reported that standing orders have not been 
complied with in the following instances, the petitions have been referred 
to the Standing Order Committee. —Feb. 4th. 


Aberdeen, Peterhead, and Fraser-| Islington Parish. 

burgh Railway. Mid-Kent Radway (Croydon Ext.). 
Clyde Navigation. y and Enniskillen Railway. 
East Kent Railway (Strood to St. Nort Eastern Railway (Lanchester 

Mary's Cray). Valley). 
Eastern Counties Railway. Ps Bristol, and South 
Formartine and Buchan Railway. Wales Railway. 
Finsbury Park. Stockport, Disney, and Whaley 
Great Northern and Western Rail- Bridge Railway. 

ways of Ireland. 

















































Palaslbaanaalelaalollled | 


ed 








STANDING ORDER PROOFS. 
Cases heard by the Examiners in respect of bills which have not been 
introduced into the House, up to February 5th. 
The agents’‘names have been given in the former List of Petitions, 
ante, p. 30. 





ABBREVIATIONS:—S. 0. C.=Standing Orders complied with, N. C= 
Standing Orders Not complied with. 
- NAME OF BILL . J 
Date. Unopposed Bill Result. Examiner 
Feb. 2.—Cwm Amman Railway ........cccccccsssreeee S.0.C. Myr. Freere. 
: rar ic { Adj. till ) 
4—Shropshire Union Railway and Canal 4 Monday. f " 
ay Norfolk Railway ......ccccccsscsssrssssessoeseees 8. 0. C. 


;, South Eastern Rail. (Greenwich Junc.,c&c.) s. 0. C. 
» Midland Great Western Railway ofIre- { Adj. till ). 


land (Sligo Extension) { Monday 5 Mr. Smith. 




























» Midland Great Western Railway of Ire-) $0.¢ 
land (Tullamore, &c.).. 5 icitens ” 
3, ElieHarbour. <n OOS. on 
», Meriton and Hayen Sufferance Wharfs... S. 0. C. Mr. Freere. 
;, Heslington and Todmorden Roads......... 8. 0. C. “i 
» Prestwich, Bury, and Radcliffe Roads ... S. 0. C. - 
Selby and Market Weighton Road ......... 8. 0. C. ae 
5—Westminster Terminus Railw ay (Clap-) $.0.¢ 
ham to Norwo0d)...-.......0++ 5 pharwie ’ 
6—St. Helen’s Railway and Canal............0++ 8. 0. C. a 
+, Swansea Dock Postponed i 
o> South Shields Gas .......ccccccscccssccsssessees 8. O. C. a 
», Norwich and Spalding ..... .. Adjourned a 
;, Aberdeen Junction Railwa: Postponed a 
», Andover Canal Sale - 80.C. . 
» Nev Brunswick and Canada Railway, ke. 8. 0. C. : 
+ Colne and Bradford Railway ......00. { ony td ’ 
+» London (City) Coal Duties ..........ceeeee Postponed : 
» Shrewsbury Gas 8. 0. C. “3 
» West of Fife Mineral Railway ...........0. S. 0. C. ’ 
», Sunken Vessels Recovery Company $.0.C. Mr. Smith. 
» Fraserburgh Harbour ..... S. 0. C. ss 
» New Quay Harbour and Railway Adjourned 
+ Bedale and Leyburn Railway .... 8. 0. C. ” 
3 Milford Improvement............. S. 0. C. ’ 
» Mansfield and Worksop Road . 8. 0. C. ae 
» Worksop and Atterclitf Road ......... ~eo.o. 4 
», Cardigan Markets and Improvements ... S. 0. C. an 
»» Morden Carr’s Drainage .............ccccccee 8. 0. C. % 
0. C. ” 


+, West Hartlepool Harbour and Railway... 8. 


We are able to announce that Mr. Duncan, M.P. for Aberdeen, has 
kindly consented to take the management of the private business in the 
House of Commons, in the place of Mr. Brotherton, deceased. 


NOTICES OF MOTION FOR MONDAY, FEBRUARY 911. 
Colonel Wilson Patten. 

To nominate Select Committee on Standing Orders:—Colonel Wilson 
Patten, Sir Wm. Heathcote, Mr. Henley, Mr. Thomas Greene, Mr. Evelyn 
Denison, Sir Robert Ferguson, Mr. Wightson, Mr. Bramston, Mr. Thorne- 
ley, Mr. Eliot Lockhart. 

To Nominate Committee of Selection. 

Sir William Heathcote, Mr. Thomas Greene, Sir Robert Ferguson, Mr. 
Deedes, Mr. Bonham Carter, and the Chairman of the Select Committee 
on Standing Orders. 





Court Papers. 


Chancery. 
Hinary Term, 1857. 


SITTINGS.—AFTER 
LORD CHANCELLOR. 


At Lincoln's Inn. 


Fr The First Seal— 
Monday, Feb. 9 {app Mtns. & Apps. 


Tuesday 10...Petitions. 
Wednesday 11) 
Thursday 12 | 

Friday 


13 - Appeals. 
Saturday 14| 
Monday 16) 


Tuesday 17 < 


Wednesday 18 
Thursday 19 
Friday 20 


{The Second Seal.— 
(App. Mtns. & Apps. 


Saturday 21 Appeals. 
Monday 23 
Tuesday 24 J 


r er (The Third Seal.— 
Wednesday 25 - (App. Mtns. & Apps. 
Thursday 26) 
Friday pd 
Saturday 
Monday, ie : 
Tuesday 3 | 
t 
5 





Appeals. 


Wednesday 

ie (The Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday ” VApp. Mtns. & Apps. 
Friday 6) 
Saturday 7 | 
Monday 9 alia 
Tuesday 10 t Appeals. 
Wednesday 11 
Thursday 2 | 
ey The Fifth Seal— 
Friday 1s fhe Mtns.& Apps. 
Saturday 
Monday 16 
Tuesday 17 | = 
Wednesday 18 ; Appeals. 


Thursday 19 
Friday 20) 
{The Sixth Seal.— 


Saturday = 21 App. Mtns. & Apps. 
Monday 

Tuesday = Appeals. 
Wednesday 25...Petitions. 
Thursday 26 ) 

Friday 27 > Appeals. 
Saturday 28 ) 


Notice.—Such days as his Lordship 
is hearing Appeals in the House 
of Lords excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


At Chancery Lane. 
(The First Seal— 


Monday, Feb. 9 Motions. 

Tuesday 10 

Wednesday ll . ™ 5 
Thursday 12 Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 


Friday 13 — Claims, & 
Saturday a ocala 
Monday 16 

: The Second Seal.-— 
apes " {Motions 
Wednesday : rd Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Thursday — Claims, & 
Friday 20 
Saturday 21.. 
Monday 23 
Tuesday 24 
i cjlae or SLhe Third Seal.— 
Wednesday 25 (Motions. 


at Petitions. 
Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 

Causes, Claims, & 
F. D. 


Thursday 26 


Friday 27 

Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Monvayy Mar 2 » Causes, Claims, & 
Tuesday 3| F. D. 
Wi ednesday 4 

Hl {The Fourth Seal.— 

Thursday 5 (Motions. 
Friday 6) 
mom ‘ | Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 


Causes, Claims, & 
Wednesday 11 

Thursday 12 f 

Friday 13 [The Fifth Seal.— 


(Motions. 
Saturday i | 
—— 7 Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 18 [RD Claims, & 
Thursday 19! F. D 
Friday 20} 


Tuesday 10 | 


Saturday 


Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 


Jirst. 


Thursday 


be heard. 


Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 


V. C. Sir 





Monday Feb. 9 


—— 


21 The Sixth Seal.— 
Motions. 
23...General Petitions, 
\j 


25 | Remaining Mtns,’ 
26} and Petitions and 
27 | General Paper. 

28 


Short Causes, Short Claims, Con- 
sent Causes, Unopposed Petitions, 
and Claims, every Saturday. The 
unopposed Petitions to be taken 


Nortice.—Consent Petitions must 
be presented and Copies left with 
the Secretary, on or before the 


preceding the Saturday 


on which it isintended they should 


THE LORDS JUSTICES. 


At Lincoln's Inn. 


The First Seal— 

App. Mtns. & Apps. 

10 

11 > Appeals. 

12 

13 (Ptns. in Lun. and 
UBktey.& App.Ptns. 


14) Appeals. 


16) 

i7 J {The Second Seal— 
(App. Mtns. & Apps, 

sy Appeals. 

20 Ptns. in Lun. and 
Bktcy.& App.Ptns, 

21 


23 Appeals. 
24 


25 The Third Seal— 
(App. Mtns. & Apps. 
26...Appeals. 
o7 J (Ptns. in Lun. and 
(Bktcy. & App. Pts, 
28 


Monday, Mar. al - Appeals. 


‘ 
The Fourth Seal.— 
App. Mtns. & Apps. 
6 5 {it in Lun. and 
Bktcy.& App. Ptns. 
7) 
9| 
10 | Appeals. 
| 
12 
13 (The Fifth Seal— 
App. Mtns. & Apps. 
{Ptns, in Lun. and 


wy 14 UBktey.& App. Pins 


16 

ia e Appeals. 

19 

20 (Ptns. in Lun. and 
UBktcy.& App. Ptns. 

21 {The Sixth Seal— 
VApp. Mtns. & Apps 

23 

24 

25 Appeals, 

26 

g7 {Ptns. in Lun. and 
(Bktcy.& App. Ptns. 

28...Appeals. 


The days (if any) on which the 
Lords Justices shall be engaged 
at the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council are excepted 


R. T. KINDERSLEY. 


At Lincoln's Inn. 
Monday, Feb. 9 { 


The First Seal— 


Mtns. & Gen. Paper 
Tuesday " ) Pleas, Denraa 
Wednesday 1 os. Claims, & 
Thursday 13 F. D. 
Friday 13... —% (unop. — 

: 2 t. Causes, 

Saturday Claims & Causes 

Pleas, Demrs., +" 
Monday om Claims, & 





Mon 


Tues 
Wed 


Frid: 
Satu 


Mon 


Tues 


Wed 


Frid: 


Mon 
Tues 


Wed 


357, 


titions, 
Mtns,’ 


ms and 
per. 


, Con- 
titions, 
y. The 
2 taken 
j must 


re the 


tur 
shoul 


Seal.— 
c Apps. 


n. and 
p.Ptns. 


Seal,— 
; Apps, 


n. and 
). Ptns, 


Seal.— 
Apps. 


. and 
. Pts, 


¥ 


jeal,— 
Apps. 
and 


eal— 
Apps. 
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= The Second Seal.— 
Tuesday = 17 {iitne & Gen Penex 
Pleas, Demrs., Ex. 

Wednesday 18 Claima & 
Thursday 19 am aims, & 
Friday 20...Ptns. (unop. first) 


= Sht. Canses, Sht. 
Seturday = 21 {Claims & Causes 
23 Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 


Monday , 
‘Tuesday 2 i 7 Claims, & 
Wednesday 25 The Third Seal.— 


Mtns. & Gen. Paper 

Pleas. Demrs., Ex.. 

Thursday 26 Causes, Claims, & 
F. D. 


27...Ptns, (unop. first) 





“ete Sht. C Sh 
Z sht. Causes, t. 
Saturday si {Claims & Causes 
Monday, Mar. 2) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., | 
Tuesda; rt Causes, Claims, & | 


Wednesday 4) F. D. 

mania 8 Eee en P| 
Friday 6...Ptns. (unop. first.) | 
sir 7 See 
ey Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 





Wedn esday rf . Claims, & 
Thursday 12)°° 

‘ The Fifth Seal— 
Friday is {tas & Gen. Paper 


Ptns. (unop. first). 


; Wednesday 11 
1) 








Saturday 144 Short Causes and 
Short Claims 
Monday 16 
Tuesday 17 | Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 18 } Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 19] F.D. 
Friday 203 
9) The Sixth Seal.— 
Seturday 21 UMtns.& Gen. Paper 
Sht. Causes, Sht. 
Monday ae Claims, & Causes 
Tuesday 24...Ptns. (unop. first) 
— po Remaining Mtns. 
Friday y 27 and Ptns. & Gen. 
Saturday 28) Paper. 


V. C. Sm JOHN STUART. 


At Lincoln's Inn. 
tnt Ps {EF et 
Tuesday 10 Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 


Wednesday 11 + Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 125 F.D. 
Friday 13...Ptns. & Gen. Paper 
fSht. Causes and 
Saturday 14 (Claims, & Causes 
{ Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Monday 16 { Causes, Claims, & 
LF. D. 
The Second Seal.— 
Tuesday 7 Mtns. & Causes 


{ Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Taeaay Z 4 — Claims, & 
Friday 20...Ptns, &Gen. Paper 


a Sht. Causes and 
Saturday al {Claims & Causes 








i Pleas, Demrs., Ex. 
Monday 4 {causes Claims, & 
F.D 


Tuesday 
, ox §The Third Seal.— 
Wednesday 25 oly & Causes 
Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Thursday 264 Causes, Claims, & | 
F | 


. D. 
Friday 27...Ptns, & Gen. Paper 
Saturday 


98 = Causes and| 
Claims, & Causes 
Monday, Mar. 2} Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Tuesda: 3 } Causes, Claims, & 


y 
Wednesday 4j F. D. 


The Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday . {ittna & Causes, 
Friday 6...Ptns. & Gen. Paper 

Sht. Causes, and 
Saturday 7 {Caine & Causes 


an 2 Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
y Causes, Claims, & 
Wednesday 11 D. 
Thursday 12)°°*" 
ia {The Fifth Seal.— 
Pittag a (Motions. & Causes 
Saturday 14 ey ahaa 
Monday 16) 
Tuesday 17 | Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 18 } Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 19] F. D. 
Friday 20 
i 9) {The Sixth Seal— 
Saturday 21 (Mtns. & Causes 
bie fSht. Causes and 
Monday a (Claims, & Causes 
Tuesday 24...Ptns. & Gen. Paper 


Wednesday 25 
Thursday 26 
Friday 27 
Saturday 28 


Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Causes, Claims, & 
F. D. 


V. C. Sm WILLIAM P. WOOD. 


At Lincoln's Inn. 

. {The First Seal— 
Feb. 9 (UMtns. & Gen. Paper 
) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Thursday a Causes, Claims, & 
Friday 13 
14 {Ptns. Sht. Causes & 


Monday, 
Tuesday 10 


Ss , 
Saturday UCL, & Gen. Paper 
f Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Monday 16 | Causes, Claims, & 
F. D. 
Tuesday 7 The Second Seal.— 


Mtns. & Gen. Paper 
Wednesday 18 ( Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Thursday Lg Causes, Claims, & 
Friday 20 | F. D. 
" { Ptns. Sht. Causes & 
Saturday a (UCL, & Gen. Paper 
93 { Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
24} Causes, Claims, & 
F.D 


Monday 

Tuesday 

§The Third Seal.— 

(Mtns. & Gen. Paper 
Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 

| Causes, Claims, & 
F. D. 


Wednesday 25 


Thursday 26 
Friday 27 
. (Ptns. Sht. Causes & 
Saturday 28 UCL, & Gen. Paper 
Monday, Mar. 2) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 





Tuesday 3 } Causes, Claims, & 
Wednesday 4) F. D. 

= SThe Fourth Seal.— 

Thursday 5 (Mtns. & Gen. Paper 

f Pleas, Demrs.. Ex., 

Friday 64 Causes, Claims, & 
LF. D. 

i a ~ §Ptns. Sht.Causes, & 
Saturday ‘UCL, & Gen. Paper 
Nest 9 Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 11 Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 12 : 

ite {The Fifth Seal.— 
Friday = ‘(UMtns. & Gen. Paper 
7 { Ptns. Sht. Causes & 
Saturday i (CL, & Gen. Paper 
Monday 16) 
Tuesday 17 | Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Wednesday 18 } Causes, Claims, & 
Thursday 19| F. D. 
Friday 20 


bs {The Sixth Seal.— 
Saturday 21 (UMtns. & Gen. Paper 
Pleas, Demrs., Ex 
Monday 2 a eRe a 
Tuesday 24 le Claims, & 
- { Ptns. Sht. Causes & 
Wednesday 25 UCL, & Gen. Paper 
26) Pleas, Demrs., Ex., 
Friday -§ Causes, Claims, & 
Saturday 28) F. D, 
Claims will be taken in precedence 
of the General Paper every Peti- 
tion Day. 


CAUSE LIST arrer Himary Term, 1857. 


KP The following abbreviations have been adopted to save space :-— 


A. Abated— Adj. Adjourned—.A. 7. After Term—App. Appeal—C. D. 

Canse Day—Ci. Claim—Csts. Costs—D. Demurrer—Ex. Exceptions—F. D. 

her Directions— Mtn. Motion—P. C. Pro Confesso—Pl. Plea—Pin. 
Petition—Z. Rehearing—S. 0. Stand over—Sh Short. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Appeals, 


Stephens v. Powys 
Crook v, Whitley 


Tempest v. Tempest 


























MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Causes, &c. 


James v. Homes (Cause) 

Newbegin v. Bell (Fur. conson) 

Attorney-Gen. v. Mansfield School 

(F. D. and costs and 2 Ptns.) 

Graham v, Lee (Motion for decree) 
Stanley v. Jackman (Cause) 
Douglass v. Archbutt (Cause) 
Knight v. Pocock (M. for dec.) 
Brocas v. Lloyd (Cause) 

Burrow v. Moore (ditto) 

Cowell v. Gatcombe (M. for dec.) 
Lyon v. Lumley (Cause) 

Johnassohn v. Shaw (M for dec.) 
Stainton v. Carron Co. (M. for dec. 

March 2nd) 

Irwin v. Hamer (Cause, Feb. 23rd) 
Sanderson v. Bockett (F. C. &2pets.> 
Green v. Nixon (Motion for decree) 
Hart v. Hoener (do.) 

Spencer v. Pearson (do,) 

Rawlings v. Pearson (do.) 

Rawlings v. Rawlings (2) (Cause) 
tawlings v. Bluett (Cause) 

Gibson v. Garnett (do.) 

Wilkinson v. Duncan (M. for dec.) 
Hoskins v. Manley (Cause) 

Jones v. Kilburn (M. for dec.) 
Elliott v. Wilson (do.) 

Preston v. Preston (Fur. conson.) 

Dugard v. Rea (Cause) 

Anderson v. Anderson (M. for dec.) 
Pooley v. Warwick (do.) 

Warwick v. Pooley (do.) 

Healey v. McMurray (ditto) 
Gorbell v. Davison (3) (F. C. & ptn.) 

Gully v. Cregoe (M. for dec.) 

Wing v. Roof (Claim). 

Ellis v. Baker (M. for dec.) 

Faulkner v. Jeffery (F. C. & motion) 
Knight v. Knight (M. for dec). 
3lagrove v. Coore (Fur. conson.) 

Hobman v. Clarke (do.) 

Meredith v. Vick (do.) 

Chester v. Urwick (do.) 











In re Reeve 

Moxon v. rs (Far. conson.) 
Maxwell v. Port Tennant Patent 

Steam Fuel and Coal Co. (Cause) 
Fuller v. Green (Fur. dirs. & costs) 
Pollard v. Pollard (Fur. conson.) 
Harris v. Whitaker (Cause) 
Regent's Canal Co. v. Ware (Mtn. 
for dec.) 

Bell v. Strangman (Fur. conson.) 
Green v. Hayward (Fur. dirs. & ests.) 
Simpson v. Allison (Cause) , 
Purdue v. Sharp (Fur. conson.) 
Hutchinson v. Kay (Mtn. for dec.) 
Clough v. Clough (do.) 

Field v. Cook (Cause) 

Nosworthy v. Lewis (Mtn. for dec.) 
Taylor v. Williams (do.) 

Powell v. Heptinstall (do.) 
Wolterbeek v. Barrow (Cause) 
tichardson v. Heald (Fur. conson.) 
Hampson v. Hampson (Mtn. for dec.) 
Hagyard v. Crosier (Cause) 
Freeman v. Probert (Claim) 

Ritchie v. Coates (Fur. conson.) 

James v. Gibbon (4) (F. dirs. & csts.) 
Wright v. Kirby (Fur. conson.) 
Preston v. Webb (do.) 

Lawrence v. Warburton (do.) 
Sewell v. Cooper (Cause) 

Smith v. Smith ) 

Trinder v. Smith f (Fur. conson.) 
Bell v. Bowdler (Mtn. for dec.) 

Lill v. Lill (Fur. conson.) 

Starr v. Newbery (Special case) 
Hadwen v. Hadwen (Mtn. for dec.): 
Meredith v. Bevan (do.) 

Ly by 3 \ (Fur. con. &sumns.) 
Fellows v. Mew (cause) 

Blandy v. Kimber (Mtn. for dec.) 
Smart v. Bradstock 

Smart v. Bradley \ @. D. &ests:) 
Robinson v. Anderson (Fur. conson.) 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
Appeals. 


Gray v. Addison 
Manser v. Dix (part heard) 
Eaton v. Hazell (Easter Term) 


Hope v. Hope 


VICE-CHANCELLOR SI 


Denne v. Light 
Westmacott v. Robins 
Toovey v. Holbrooke 
(Demurrer). 


R R. T. KINDERSLEY. 


Causes, &c. 


Perfect v. Stockwell (Motion for 
decree part — 

Hue v. French . 

French v. French f (Fur. conson.) 

Caddick v. Skidmore (Cause) 

Moore v. Morris (Mtn. for decree) 

Roberts v. Snead 

Roberts v. Lewis (F. D. & ests.) 

Lee v. Lee (6) (Fur. dirs. and costs) 

Lee v. Lee (6) (do.) 

Nokes v. Gibbon (Cause) 

Nokes v. Fish (do.) 

Nokes v. Baker (do.) 

Ewart v. Williams) (Exceptions to 

Williams v. Ewarts Master's report) 

Buckeridge v. Whalley) ,, 

Buckeridge v. Whatley (Cause) 

Smith v. Sudlow (do.) 

Stephens v. Stephens (Motion for 
decree) 

Stephens v. Stone (do.) 

Potter v. Edwards (do). 

Saunders v. Saunders (Cause) 

Whatley v. Matthews (Fur. conson.) 

In re Mellersh lr 

Stillwell v. Mellershy (FUr- conson.) 

Stilwell v. Mellersh (Cause & ptn.) 

Lilley v. Medlycott 7 

Lilley r. Liliey i (F-D. & ests.) 











VICE-CHANCELLOR 
Causes, 


Jones v. Jones (Mtn. for decree) 
Jones v. Jones (Cause) 

Dean v. Hall (6) (Fur. dirs. & costs) 
Harries rv. Vaughan (Cause) 
Stevens v. Jardine (Motion for dec.) 
Kiddill v. Farnell (do.) 

Palmer v. Dugard (do.) 

Dugard v. Palmer (Cause) 

Ashton v. Wood (F. C. and motion) 
Pain v. Coombs (Motion for decree) 
Jowett v. Bentley (Cause) 

Robson v. Earl of Devon (Cause) 
Lett v. Crystal Palace Ry. Co. (do.) 
Hamilton v. Marston (M. for dec.) 
Pattrick v. Eastern Union Ry. Co. 











Brandon vr. Brandon (12) (Fur. dirs. 
and costs and 4 petitions) 

Cannock v. Jauncey (Cause) 

Cannock v. Higgins (Mtn. for dec.) 

Watson v. Hanb’ 

Watts v. inter (F.D. & ests.) 

Bunny v. Woodham (do.) (short) 

Evans v. Brice (Cause) 

Allen v. Embleton 

Allen v. Allen (Far. conson.) 

Climenson v. Smith (Cause) 

Dawes v. Barnes (do.) 

Taylor v. Butterworth (M. for dec.) 

Smith v. Kingston (F. C.) (short) 

Seed v. Lee (Cause) 

Parker v. Parker (F. D. and costs) 

Etches v. Etches (F. C. & summons) 

Foster v. Bonner (5) (F. D. & costs) 

Lucas v. Lucas (11) (Fur conson.) 
(short) 

Harcourt v. Harcourt (Mtn. for dec.) 

Chamberlain v. Lee (3) (F. D.& ests.) 

Wakeford v. Warman (M. for dec.) 

Strangway v. Bishop (Claim) 

Sharples v. Marsh (3) (Fur. conson.) 

Ommanney v. McCarogher (do.) 

Andrews v. Pug 

Andrews v. Sturgis [ (do.) 

Hurst v. Gregory (Special case) 


SIR JOHN STUART. 
, &C. 
(Motion for decree). 
Taylor v. The Grand Junction 
Waterworks Co. (M. for decree) 
Broughton v. — (do.) 
Re Greenlaw’s Estate 
Smith v. Greenlaw \ (Fur. con.) 
Horton v. Horton (Cause) 
Wenham v. O’Brien (do.) 
Hawks v. Turner (Motion for decree) 
Montifiore v. Dale (do.) 
Ashmall v. Wood (F. C. & motion) 
Holborow v. Ricketts (Fur. con.) 
Allday v. Fletcher (Cause) 
Dawson v. Clark (Fur. conson.) 
Huskisson v. Harris (Cause) 
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Daubuz v. Crosbie (Special case) 
Duffort v. Arrowsmith (M. for dec.) 
Holden v. Holden) cee 

Hill v. Dolphin y (C9%S°) 
Tildesley v. Lodge (do.) 

Langwith v. Rawson (Fur. conson.) 
Rolfe rv. Rolfe (Motion for decree) 
Watters v. Jones (Fur. conson.) 

De Dachenhausen v. Cowell (Cause) 
Carter v. Haswel. (Fur. conson.) 
Collyer v. Train (Claim) 

Rayner v. Tate (Motion for decree) 
Fyfe v. Arbuthnot (do.) 

Baker v. Ellis (do.) 





Anderson rt. Abbott (do.) 

Moffett v. Bates (do.) 

Jones v. Thompson (do.) 

Hodgson v. Hartley (do.) 

Morrell v. Butterfield (do.) 

Chorley v. Bellett (do.) 

Lloyd v. Horrox (do.) 

Horniblow v. Munford (do.) 

Vale v. Bliss (do.) 

Welch v. Colquhoun (Cause) 

Price v. Watson (Motion for decree) 
Sloper v. Cottrell (Cause) 

Westall v. Bain (M. for dec.) (short) 
Haslam v. Frith (Fur. conson.) 


VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR W. P. WOOD. 
Causes, &c. 


Wythes v. Labouchere (Exceptions 
to answer) 
Wythes v. Labouchere (do.) 
De la ~ v. Dickinson (do.) 
Janes v. Page des 
es =} (Cause 16th Mar.) 
Beck r. Kantorowicz (M. for dec.) 
Fripp v. The Bridgwater & Taunton 
Canal and Stolford Ry. & Harbour 
Co. (Cause, 16th Feb.) 
Nott v. Thomas (do.) 
Muskett v. Muskett (Cause pt. hd.) 
Mornington v. Keane (Cause) 
Dewsbury v. Dewsbury (do.) 
Smith v, Harrison (M. for decree) 
Moyle v. Rogers (do.) 
Manby »v. Bewicke (Cause) 
Violett v. Brookman (Mtn. for dec.) 
Smith v. Liddiard (do.) 
Harris ». Combe (do.) 
Welby v. Bower (do.) 
Bulkeley v. Mousley (Cause) 
—_ v. Potter (Special case) 
atson v. Murray) . 
Watson v. Sturgis s Mtn. for dec.) 
Coles vr. Courtenay (F. C.) (short) 
Weston v. Collins (Claim) 
Petty v. Cockerill (Fur. conson.) 
Wylde v. Murray ) paanco 
Sturgis v. Murray s (Cause.) 
The Marchioness of Londonderry v. 
Bramwell (Motion for decree) 
Hare v. Burgess (do). 
Keal v. Cunnington (Cause) 
Greenwood v. Shave (Mtn. for dec.) 





Arthur rv. London & North Western 
Railway Co. (Mtn. for decree) 
Arthur v. Midland Railway Co. (do.) 
Hitchcock v. Carew (2) (Fur. con.) 
Lee v Bliss (Cause) 
Priestly v. Holgate (Mtn. for dec.) 
Bowerman v. Bowerman (2) (Cause 
and petition) 
Beere v. Beere (Fur. conson). 
Mayor of Rochester v. Taylor (Cause) 
Hopps v. Wood (Fur. conson.) 
Hughes v. Jones (Fur. dirs. & costs) 
Norcop v. Gardner (Mtn. for dec.) 
Atlee v. Debley (Fur. dirs & costs) 
Stretton v. Snazel (Mtn. for decree) 
Jones v. Farnell (Cause) 
Duff v. Duff (Motion for decree) 
Farebrother v. Arkell (Cause) 
Lord r. Lord (ditto) 
Baxter v. Brooke (Claim) 
McCulloch v. Gregory (Fur. dirs. 
and costs and fur. conson and ptn.) 
Holland v. Johnson (Mtn. for dec.) 
Bennett v. Adamson (do.) 
In re Fryer L (F.C. from 
Martindale v. Picquot § chambers) 
Poyser v. Edwards (Claim) 
Powell v. Powell (3) (Fur. conson.) 
Godfrey v. Mountain (Mtn. for dec,) 
Bourne v. Dugard (do.) 
Rowley v. Unwin (Fur. conson,) 
Stretton v. Stretton (Special case) 
Gwynn v. Doughney (Mtn. for dec.) 
Sudbury v. Brown (Fur. conson.) 
Vines v. Whitehead (Claim) 





Cransfer of Chancery Causes. 
ORDER OF COURT. 
Mondau, the 2nd day of February, 1857. 

Whereas, from the present state of the business before the Lord 
Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls respectively, it is expedient 
that a portion of the causes set down to be heard before the 
Master of the Rolls should be transferred to the book of causes 
to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart. Now, we 
the Lord Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls do hereby order that the 
several causes set forth in the schedule hereunto subjoined be accordingly 
transferred from the book of causes of the Master of the Rolls to that of 
the said Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart. And do also further order that 
the causes so to be transferred (although the bills in such causes may 
have been marked for the Master of the Rolls, under the orders of court 
of the 5th day of May, 1837, and notwithstanding any orders therein 
made by the Master of the Rolls), shall hereafter be considered and taken 
as causes originally marked for the Lord Chancellor, and be subject to 
the same regulations as all causes marked for the Lord Chancellor are 
subject to the same orders: Provided, nevertheless, that no order made by 
the Master of the Rolls in any such causes shall be varied or reversed 
otherwise than by the Lord Chancellor or the Lords Justices. And this 
order is to be drawn up by the registrar, and set up in the several offices 
of this court. 

CRANWORTH, C. 
Joun RomIbty, M.R. 
SCHEDULE. 
From the Master of the Rolls’ Book. 
Defendant. 
0 DD icsccessnenses eoeces 
Arbuthnot .........06 


Plaintiff. 











Cause. 
Motion for Decree. 
Cause. 
Cranworth, C. 





_——_— Joun Romitty, M.R. 
Common Pleas. 
NEW TRIALS—Htary TEeR™, 1857. 
Suspended. 
Emery v. Clark | Sichel ¢. Churchward. 





Spring Circuits of the Judges. 
1857. 


CoLerincE, J., will remain in town. 





































































































Midland. 
Lord CAMPBELL and WIGHTMAN, J. 
Northampton .....cccccccceerreeeeenes March 2. 
Leicester and Borough .... “ March 5. 
Oakham March 9, 
Lincoln and City.......ccceseeeeerees March 10. 
Nottingham and Town .........+++ March 14, 
Derby. y March 18, 
WE GI, .. cesvennssqssnnersccssecesveves Saturday . .......cceee March 21. 
Western. 
Cocksury, L. C. J., and WittraMs, J. 
Winchester ..........ccccccocccesececes Monday .....cccccccoce March 2. 
Salisbury. Saturday .. March 7. 
OTC ORUAD sa siyesantsaxnsscenesbioanss Thursday .. March 12, 
Exeter and City Monday . March 16, 
Bodmin .........06 Monday March 23, 
Taunton Saturday . March 28. 
Norfolk. 
Pottock, L. C. B., and Erte, J. 
Aylesbury...... aevnisscecenonsess MONAAY ..cccccccccsees March 9. 
Bedford ..... Saturday... March 14, 
Huntington . Wednesday .....4+ March 18, 
Cambridge ....... Friday March 20. 
Bury St. Ed 1 Wednesday .....+... March 25, 
Norwich and City .......ssceseeeee TUesday ....cccccccceee March 31, 
Northern. 
Marriy, B., and Crompton, J. 
Lancaster .....c.cccsccccsesecesceseeees Wednesday . ......... Feb. 18. 
Appleby Friday Feb. 20. 
Carlisle Monday .......cccecere Feb. 23. 
Newcastle and Town ...........000« Friday .. Feb. 27. 
Durham Wed it March 4, 
York and City ........ccccseeseeeeeres Monday ... «+ March 9. 
LAVETPOOL ces ecesscccsessesccccsconsece Saturday . .....cccceee March 21, 
Oxford. 
Crowbenr, J., and WILLEs, J. 
Reading Monday ... + March 2. 
Oxford ‘Thursday - March 5. 
Worcester and City .......cseeeeee Monday . March 9. 
Stafford ............... we. Friday. + March 13. 
Shrewsbury . «+» Monday . - March 23, 
MIE seaucsssiasvcossecuesusionsens Thursday . March 26. 
M th. Saturday . - March 28, 
Gloucester and City .......seeeeee Wednesday . ......+++ April 1. 
North Wales. 
BraMwELt, B. 
Welshpool Tuesday ........ eoaenes March 10. 
Bala Friday March 13. 
Carnarvon . - Monday ... March 16. 
TRIIIIED «occu cccsscencncnescsecaaee Thursday - March 19. 
Ruthin Saturday .... March 21, 
Mold Wednesday . - March 25. 
Chester and City......scccceeceeeeee Saturday ........ eee March 28, 
South Wales. 
Warson, B. 
Sw: s ‘ TUCBABY .2.ccccescceeee Feb. 24. 
Haverfordwest and Town........+ Saturday . March 7. 
Cardigan ...cccccccrceccccoveses + Thursday March 12. 
Carmarthen and Borough.. Monday ... March 16. 
Brecon Saturday . March 21. 
Presteign yednesd March 25. 
Chester and City........ccccsesseeree Saturday . March 28. 
Home. 


CrESSWELL, J., and the new Judge, when appointed. 
The Commission days for this Circuit have not yet been appointed ; but 
it is expected that the Assizes will commence at Hertford, on the 28th 
February. 


+ 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


BAYLIS—On Jan, 29, at 10 Howley-place-villas, Harrow-road, the wife of 
T. Henry Baylis, Esq.. barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

BROUGHAM—On Feb. 3, at Liverpool. the wife of James R. Brougham, 
Esq., barrister-at-iaw, of a son. 

DENTON—On Jan. 14, at Tywyn, in the parish of Aferzele, Denbighshire, 
the wife of Hughes Ridgway Denton, of the Middle Temple, barrister- 
at-law, of a daughter. 

GRIDLEY—On Feb. 3, at Brunswick-terrace, Brighton, the wife of H. G. 
Gridley, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter, stillborn. 

HAIG—On Jan. 31, at 16 Titchfield-terrace, Regent’s-park, the wife of 
James Haig, Esq., of Lincoln's-inn, of a daughter. 

HEAD—On Feb. 2, at 47 Upper Baker-street, Regent’s-park, the wife of 
Samuel Heath Head, solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 


BACON—EWART—On Feb. 3, at St. James's, Paddington, by the Very 
Rey. the Dean of Salisbury, the Rev. Hugh Bacon, rector of Baxterley, 
Warwickshire, eldest son of James Bacon, Esq., Q.C., to Annie Char- 
lotte, second daughter of the late Rev. Peter Ewart, rector of Kirking- 
ton, Yorkshire. 

BYRON—KINDERSLEY--On Feb. 4, at St. James's, Paddington, by the 
Lord Bishop of Salisbury, assisted by the Rev. Richard C. Kindersley, 
brother of the bride, the Hon. and Rey. William Byron, youngest son 
of Lord Byron, to Mary Elizabeth, youngest daughter of the Vice- 
Chancellor Sir Richard T. Kindersley. 
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DEATHS. 


ATHILL—On Jan. 28, at Bridge-place, near Canterbury, aged 50, George 
Athill, Esq., late of Antigua, youngest son of the Hon. James Athill, 
many years Chief Justice of that island. 

CUTTS—On Jan. 30, at the Manor-house, Chesterfield, John Cutts, Esq., 
solicitor, after a lingering illness. 

HEYWOOD—On Feb. 1, at Malvern, Katharine, widow of the late Charles 
Heywood, Esq., barrister-at-law, and eldest daughter of Albert William 
Beetham, Esq., of Boldre, Hants. 

LANE—On Jan. 30, at 25 Sloane-street, Mary Anne, the wife of Mr. 
R. K. Lane, solicitor, aged 53. 

SOADY—On Feb. 1, at ‘Ipswich, | R. W. Soady, 
barrister-at-law. 


a Reid 
Unelaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 
The Amounts of Stocks stated will be transferred to the undermentioned 
Parties unless Claimants appear within Three Months. 

BaTLEY, GEOKGE, £150 Consols, heretofore standing in the name of 
George Batley, of Liverpool, merchant. 

CoxwWELL, CHARLES Rocers (surviving acting executor), £417: 1 
New 3 per Cents., and £1,746 : 1 : 6 Consols, heretofore standing in the 
name of Richard Gray Chambers, of Sloane-st., Chelsea, Esq., and 
Upper Baker-st. 

DANIELL, CAROLINE (widow, sole executrix), £483: 17:5 Consols, and 
£57: 0: 5 New 3 per Cents., heretofore standing in the name of Ed- 
mund Robert Daniell, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq. 

FarMER, WILLIAM, £42: 1: 2 Consols, heretofore standing in the name 
of William Farmer, of London-st., Fenchurch-st., miller. 

FIANDER, SAMUEL (sole executor), £100 Consols, heretofore standing in 
the name of Samuel Fiander, of Fortune-bay, Newfoundland, fisherman. 

HatFrorD, CHARLES DovG.as (administrator with the will annexed de 
bonis non), £4,000 Consols, heretofore standing in the name of Mary 
Halford, late of Piccadilly, deceased. 

Harrison, Fiske GOODEVE Fiskr, £80: 18: 10 Reduced 3 per Cents, 
heretofore standing in the name of Fiske Goodeve Fiske Harrison, of 
Copford-hall, near Colchester, Essex, Esq. 

HESELTINE, Exiza (wife of William Keale Heseltine, formerly Eliza 
Smith), £79: 19 : 7 Consols, heretofore standing in the name of Eliza 
Smith, of Marlborough-pl., Walworth, spinster, now wife of William 
Keale Heseltine, of Broad-st., gent. 

Hopkins, JANE (wife of John Hopkins), £348.16: 7 Consols, and £200 
New 3 per Cents., heretofore standing in the name of Jane Hopkins 
wife of John Hopkins, of Pangbourne, Berks, Esq. 

Howarp, Fanny (spinster), & Toomas Unwin (acting surviving execu- 
tors of Rev. Henry Howard), £67: 7: 2 Reduced 3 per Cents., hereto- 
fore standing in the name of the Rev. Henry Howard, of Sawbridge- 
worth, Herts. 

Keene, Rev. CHARLES Epmunp Ruck, £300: 5s. New 3 per Cents., here- 
tofore standing in the name of the Rev. Charles Edmund Keene, of 
Buckland, Surrey. 

LeigH, JonN SHaw, Ropert Ricumoyxp, & Exvias Arnaud, £59: 7:8 
New 3 per Cents., heretofore standing in the names of John Shaw 
Leigh, of Liverpool, gent., Robert Richmond, of the Inner Temple, 
London, Esq., & Elias Arnaud, of Liverpool, Collector of Customs. 

RoBINSON, WILLIAM Henry (surviving executor of Rebecca Robinson), 
£60 Consols, heretofore standing in the names of Rebecca Robinson, 
widow, & Abraham Booth Robinson, grocer, both of Piccadilly. 

Wuirte, JaMEs (the husband, administrator), £50 Reduced 3 per Cents., 
heretofore standing in the name of Sarah Johnson, of the Crown, West- 
minster-rd., widow. 


Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, 





—— 
Peyt of Kin. 
Advertised for during the Week. 

ELDRIDGE, THomas, Charles-st., Berkeley-sq., and Greenwoods, Essex, 
who died in Oct., 1851. The heir-at-law is, on or before Mar. 9, to come 
in and prove such heirship at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

FowLer, CLARA Soputa, 8 Anglesea-pl., Southampton, who died on April 
19, 1856. Next of kin living at her death, or their personal representa- 
tives, are, on or before March 9, to come in and make out their claims 
at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

MicHaEL, Hannan (formerly Isaacs, spinster), late of Harford-pl., New- 
cut, Bedminster, Somerset, widow (heretofore the wife of Isaac Michael, 
late of Bristol, furniture broker), deceased. Next of kin to apply to 
Mr. Edward Weatherly, in the office of Messrs. Denne, Jellicoe, & Neve, 
Proctors, Doctors’-commons. 

Taytor, WILLIAM, who died in Panama in 1856. Next of kin to apply to 
the Solicitor of the Treasury, Whitehall. 


fAoney fMarket. 
vo CITY, Frmay Evenrna. 


Payments on Wednesday, the 4th of the month, were very 
heavy, but well and regularly met, money being in fair supply 
and the demand not excessive. 

In the English Funds there was an advance, on that day, 
of 4 per cent., which has not been maintained. 

The rates at the Bank of England again continue unaltered. 

The fluctuations in the Stock and Share Markets during the 
month of January have not been large. The operations have 
resulted in a decline of prices, and there has been generally 
great flatness. In the English Funds the total decline in the 
month has amounted to about 1 per cent. In the French 3 per 
Cents. an advance of full 1 per cent. has been established in the 
course of the month. In other important Foreign Funds there 
has been a decline in price commensurate with that in the 
English Funds. In the English Share Markets the decline has 
been nearly in an equal ratio with the English Funds. The 
demand for money in the Discount Market continues active, 





but there is greater easiness than during the last month. The 
rates for discount and continuation are high. The state of 
Trade and Manufactures is believed to be sound and favourable, 
notwithstanding the high rates of interest. The chief cause 
of these high rates is still believed to be derived from operations 
in France. 

In the Corn Markets the considerable decline in prices which 
progressed during the last two weeks of the month of January 
has been arrested during the present week, but without any 
general recovery. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 31st 
January, 1857, which we give below, it appears that the 
amount of notes in circulation is £19,173,235, being an 
increase of £83,270; and the stock of bullion in both depart- 
ments is £10,139,976, showing an increase of £23,694, when 
compared with the previous return. 

The French Government has published an article in favour 
of the union of Wallachia and Moldavia under one adminis- 
tration. It is sound policy to prefer one powerful state. It 
has not been shown that there is any such principle of 
opposition between these states as made the union of Holland 
and Belgium in 1815 result in early separation. It is alleged 
that these provinces united would be subservient to Russia, and 
that the governments of Austria and Turkey are opposed to the 
union. Possibly the suzerainty of Turkey will be more surely 
maintained by disunion. 

Public attention has been again drawn to the subject of an 
increase in the capital of the Bank of France, by re-publication 
last week in the Moniteur of a remarkable note by Napoleon L., 
sent to the bank in 1810 by his order. It combats in his usual 
strong and clear terms the principle of augmenting the capital 
of the bank for the purpose of discounting bills of exchange 
and making similar advances. When the French Government, 
during the late war with Russia, negotiated a loan, the whole 
was readily taken by private persons, shewing that large 
reserves had accumulated in such hands and were brought 
forward on that occasion. If it is now intended to adopt the 
plan of augmenting the capital of the Bank, this appeal to a 
document bearing the name of the great Napoleon may be made 
for the purpose of opening again such accumulations. It may 
be expected that the shares intended to represent the proposed. 
increase in the capital of the Bank will be taken by private 
persons, without any great diversion of capital now engaged 
in public investments. It appears that the capital of the Bank 
of France was augmented from time to time, but no augmen- 
tation has taken place during many years past. It now 
amounts to 90,000,000 fr. (£3,600,000), and there is a reserve 
fund of nearly £500,000. During tie subsequent interval the 
wealth and population of France has increased so as to make 
an increase in the capital of the Bank suitable to present cir- 
cumstances. If such increase be derived from sources of home 
growth and domestic prosperity, and be managed with even a 
moderate degree of caution, it is reasonable to expect amend- 
ment in the position of the Bank, aud consequently a cessation 
of that drain upon the money markets of other countries, which 
is believed to have been very costly to the Bank of France, 
and also to have been the cause of inconvenient disarrange— 
ment in the Bullion and Discount Markets on this side the 
water. 












































English Funds. 
| | ! | 
ENGLIsH FunDs. | Sat. Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
| 
Bank Stock .....+..e-eesseee | 216 | 217 | 2174 |... | Q17$ | 207% 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann. ...! 933 933 934 | 988 | 934 93; 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann....) 93 | 93% 933 | 93% | 932 93 
New 3 per Cent. Ann....| 932 935 933 933 | 934 934 
New 23 per Cent. ADM....| see sie ee wi ow 
Omnium en eco eee one os ooo 
32 per Cent. Annuities... | iin 
Long Annuities (exp. ' 
Jan. 5, 1860) ..ocscceeee 23 23) (33 23 |2 15-16 
Do. 30 yrs. (exp. Oct. 10, | 
1859) o | oe 
| {2 11-16) ae 
mi ee a ee 183 at 
-| 218 | 220 | 219 we | 220 | wre 
India Bonds (£1, 000) ai ‘ui par sls. pm on eco 
Do. (under £1,000) ...... “3s. dis.| par ose par jis. pm.|2s. pm. 
Exch, Bills (£1,000) ...) par | par 2s. pm.| par. |3s. pm. 
Exch. Bills (£500)......... par | Is. pm. «+ | par |2s. pm.|Is. pm. 
Exch. Bills (Small) ...... par ‘|Is.pm.) ... [28 pm.jis disjIs. pm. 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 34 | 
BOP CONG, ccccoscccrsssssces 983 | 983 as a 983 98h 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 34 | | | 
Per Cent. ...ccccccseccceree) 983 ; 989 1 983 | 98F | IBF 984 
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Railway Stock. 

Railways. Sat.| Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.} Fri. 
Bristol and Exeter... eas aus ove Sn 933 
Caledonian... 60 13/613 3 2}| 623 3 a ade 623 
Chester and Holyhead ... ase 364 36 ous ase eco 
East Anglian... ... oes ove a oe at ove 
Eastern Union A stock . soo ia eee jis ise sae 
East Lancashire ... ...| 94% | 95 4 ove 95 95} se 
Edinburgh and Glasgow, ... 534 53¢ 544 ae ae 
Edin., Perth. & Dundee.| ... oes 344 34$ | 35 54 
none. te oem <a ae ase aa uae 344 
Great Northern... 934 4 94 94 we | 94 33 o 
Gt. South & West. (ire.), eee ws he ove see 
Great Western... .../65$ $ 664 3! 65%] 6fF 112 


Lancashire & Yorkshire . | 963 ont} 11 968 963 | 963 2 




















Lon., Brighton, &S. Coast)... 1082 xd 1072 |107 37 1065 7 965 
London & North Western 1064 $106 } §| 106% | 1663 3/1063 2 1073 
London and S. Western . 1074 4 7| 107} | 106% 106} | 1063 
Man., ° aed and Lincoln} : — 34 xd = 42 2} 106} 
Midland . vee ovelBQE29] 823 § | 834 2 [824 F §] 829 5]... 
a ee ue 544 ses 55 823 
North British . ..40 393) 40 403 7 405 | 405° ae 
North Eastern (Berwic i) -“ 84 3} 843 8 | 8455) 40 
North London... «..| om oe bee sais 85 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolv. y ee oe 27% . 275 ees 
Scottish Central... «..| es one 273 
Scot.N.E. Aberdeen Stock 253 | 25} oes 
Shropshire Union . t] see 49} oes os 503 50 243 
South-Eastern “ 743 ae 74 75} bes ae 
South-Wales ... [ oe 85} soe 854 73} 





Bank of England. 
AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 31ST DAY OF JANUARY, 1857. 
IssuE DEPARTMENT. 
£ 


p 














Notes issued . » 23,937,300 | Government Debt 11,015,100 
Other Securities . 3,459,900 
Gold Coin and Bullion. 9,462,300 
Silver Bullion — 
£23,937,300 £23,937,300 
BANKING DEPARTMENT. 
£ £ 
Proprietors’ Capital . 14,553,000 | Government Securities 
Rest . ¥ . 3,401,606 (incl. Dead Weight 
Public Deposits (includ- Annuitiy) 11,557,114 
ing Exchequer, Sav- Other Securities 17,708,739 
ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . . 4,764,065 
sioners of National Gold and Sily er Coin 677,676 
Debt, and Dividend 
Accounts) . 5,415,624 
Other Deposits . 10,530,424 
‘Seven day & other Bills 806,940 
£34,707,594 £34,707,594 


Dated the 5th day of Feb., 1857. M. MARSHALL, Chief Cashier. 
> 





London asettes, 


Turspay, Feb. 3, 1857. 

The Right Hon. Sir Alexander Edmund Cockburn, Knight, Chief 
Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, was, Feb. 2, sworn a member of 
the Privy Council. 

The Most Noble Henry Pelham, Duke of Newcastle, was, on Feb. 2. 
sworn Lord Lieutenant and Custos Rotulorum of the county of ee 
tingham. 





Duchy of Lancaster, Feb. 2, 1857. 
Charles Towneley, of Towneley, Esq. +s is appointed Sheriff of the county 
palatine of Lancaster for the year ensuing. 
Crown Office, Feb. 3, 1857. 
New MEMBER OF PaRLIAMENT—Borough of Salford—Edward Ryley 
Langworthy, of Salford, Esq., vice Joseph Brotherton, Esq., deceased. 


Bankrupts. 
TourEspay, Feb. 3, 1857. 

BAKER, Samvet, Ironfounder, Birmingham. Feb. 13 & Mar. 6, at 
11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols. Messrs. Col- 
dicott & Canning, Dudley; Hodgson & Allen, and Reece, Birmingham. 
Pet. for Arrangement, Oct. 24. 

BRYAN, Joun, Electro-plater and Cutler, 8 Dyer’s-bldgs, Holborn. Feb. 
13, at 12, & Mar. 20, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Whit- 
more. Sol. Smith, Warwick-ct., Holborn. Pet. Jan. 22. 

HATFIELD, Joun ALrrep, Draper, Bradford, Yorksh. Feb. 20 and 
Mar. 20, at 11; Leeds. Com. West. Off. Ass. Young. So/s. Rawson, 
George, & Wade, Bradford ; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Jan. 27. 

HOLMES, Jouy, Builder, Bramham, Yorksh. Feb. 20 & Mar. 20, at 11; 
Leeds. Com. West. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Bickers, Tadcaster ; Cariss 
& Cudworth, Leeds. et. Feb. 2. 

TYLER, WILLIAM, & Joun Ty.er, Millers, King’s Bromley, Stafford. 
Feb. 19, at 11.30, & Mar. 12, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com, Balguy. 
Off. Ass. Bittleston. Sols. Bowen, Stafford ; E. & H. Wright, Birming- 
ham. Pet. agst. W. Tyler, Jan. 27; J. Tyler, Feb. 2. 

WHARTON, JosrrH Cu RTIS, Licensed Victualler, Stourbridge, Wor- 
cestersh. Feb. 16 & Mar. 9, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 
Off. Ass. Christie. Sols, Collis, Stourbridge; Knight, Birmingham. 
Pet. Jan, 21 & 22, 


WILKS, Jonny, Butcher, Whitby, Yorksh. Feb. 20 & Mar. 20, at 11, 
Leeds. Com. West. Of. Ass. Young. Sols, Buchanan & Gray, Whitby; 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Jan. 23. 
WOODALL, GeorGeE, Grocer, Carlisle. Feb. 17, at 1, Mar. 19, at 12; 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Elson. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Do 
Carlisle; Maples, Pearce, & Co., London; Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Pet, Jan. 14. 

Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 
ASHFIELD, CHartes, Boot & Shoe Maker, 2 Home-ter., Hammersmith, 
Feb. 20, at 12.30, & Mar. 20, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Og. 
Ass. Cannan. Sols. Smith & Son, Barnard’s-inn, Holborn. Pet. Feb. 4, 
DICKENSON, Josrpu, Lodging House Keeper, Harrowgate. Feb. 23, at 
11, & Mar. 23, at 12; Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols, 
Bond & Barwick ; Neale, Leeds. Pet. Feb. 4. 
EDWARDS, Tuomas, China & Glass Dealer, 26 Eversholt-st., Oakley-sq,, 
St. Pancras. Feb. 17, at 11.30, & Mar. 18, atl; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Stansfield. Sol. Boydell, 41 Queen-sq., Blooms- 
bury. Pet, Jan. 28. 
HUMPHERY, Caruertne, Bookseller, 76 Baker-st., Portman-sq. Feb. 18, 
& Mar. 17, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Off Ass. Graham. 
Sols. King & George, 35 King-st., Cheapside. Pet. Feb. 3. 
OLDFIELD, ALExanDER, Bookbinder, 17 Devonshire-st., Queen-sq, 
Feb. 188& Mar. 17, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Of Ass. 


Graham. Sol. Shepheard, 24 Moorgate-st. Pet. Feb. 4. 

PEACH, WIiLLIAM (William Peach & Co.), Coal Merchant, Derby. Feb, 
17 & Mar. 17, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Harris, 
Sols. Shaw, Derby; E. & H. Wright, Birmingham. et. Feb. 3. 


PERRIN, Francois, Dealer in Foreign Woods, 9a Cleveland-st., Fitzroy- 
sq. Feb. 23, at 11.30, & Mar. 23, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 
Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6 Old Jewry. Pet. 


Feb. 2. 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Frinay, Feb. 6, 1857. 
DaBy, JouN FRANCIs, Scrivener, late of Aston-rd., now of Newhall-st., 
Birmingham. Feb. 4. 
MEETINGS. 
TuEspay, Feb. 3, 1857. 


ARLISS, Joun, Carrier, Plymouth, Devon. Mar. 

Com. Bere. Div. 

BRIDGEMAN, CHRISTOPHER Vickry, Scrivener, Tavistock, Devon. Mar. 

12, atl; Exeter. Com. Bere. Aud. Accts. & Prf. Dbts.; and Mar, 

19, at 1, Div. 

Daviés, FREDERICK READ, Auctioneer, 

Mar. 2, at 10; Plymouth. Com. Bere. Div. 

Davis, EpDwarp Mracuer, Licensed Victualler, Sutton Coldfield, War- 
wickshire. Feb. 25, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

DELLAGANA. JAMES, & BARTHOLOMEW DELLAGANA, Stereotype Founders, 
61 Red Lion-st., Clerkenwell. Feb. 25, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goul- 
burn. Div. 

Gorpon, LovrsaA ExizaBetu, Bookseller, Dean’s-pl., 
Feb. 24, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 
GOSLING, GEORGE, Builder, Sidmouth, Devon. Feb. 19, at 1; 
Com. Bere. Aud. Accts. & Prf. Dbts.; and Feb. 26, at 1, Div. 
GRAYBURN, WILLIAM, Grocer, 49 Lowgate, Kingston-upon- Hull. Mar. 4, at 

12; Kingston-upon-Hull. ‘Com. Ayrton. Div. 
LGRIBBLE, RICHARD, pe ery Pilton, Devon. Feb. 19, at 1; 
Com. Bere. Aud. Accts. & Prf. Dbts.; and Feb. 26, at 1, Div. 
JEWITT, THEODORE, & EDMUND MICKLEWoOD, Stationers, George-st., 


2, at 10; Plymouth 


42 Union-st., Plymouth, Devon. 


South Lambeth. 
Exeter. 


Exeter 


Plymouth. Mar. 2, at 10; Plymouth. Com. Bere. Div. 

KELLAND, Purp, Miller, Bampton, Devon. Feb. 19, at 1; Exeter. Com. 
Bere. <Aud. ‘Acts. & Prf. Dbis.; and Feb. 26, at 1, Div. 

KyiGcut, GEORGE, Licensed Victualler, Antelope Hotel, Poole. Feb. 26, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

LIEBESCHUTZ, ADOLPH, Tailor, Liverpool. Feb. 26, at 11; Liverpool. 


Com. Stevenson. Dir. 

PARKER, ALEXANDER SmiTH, Draper, 9 Buckland-st. 
2, at 10; Plymouth. Com. Bere. Div. 

SLocomBE, Ricwarp, Farmer, Kentisbury, Devon. Feb. 19, at 1; 
Exeter. Com. Bere. Aud. Acc. & Prf. Dots. ; and Feb. 26, at 1, Div. 
STOVELD, MARGARET JANE, Ship Builder, Blyth, Northumberland. Feb. 
18, at 11.30; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. (By adj. from Jan. 

16, Last Ev.) 

Taytor, Henry, & Henry Hoye, Cotton Spinners, Vale Mill, Bacup, 
Manchester. Feb. 17, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. (By adj. 
Jrom Jan. 20, Last Ex.) 

TaYLor, JAMES, RicHarD Eccies, & Joun Nutra (Eccles, Nuttall, 
& Co.), Cotton Spinners, Bottoms Hall Mil!, Tottington Lower End, 
Lancaster. Feb. 26, at 12.30; Manchester. (Com. Skirrow. Div. 

Varro, Joun, Linen Draper, Ripon, York. Mar. 3, at 11; Leeds. 
Ayrton. Div. 

Wuitmore, Epwarp, JonN WELLS, JoHN WELLS, jun., & FREDERICK 
WuitmorE, Bankers, Lombard-st. Feb. 24, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Fonblanque. ur. Div. 


Frinay, Feb. 6, 1857. 

BEAUMONT, GEORGE, General Warehouseman, Manchester. 
Manchester. Com. Jemmett. Div. 

Ciayton, WitiiaM, Langcliffe, Yorkshire, WiLL1am Ciayvon, Lostock, 
WwW alton-le- Dale, Lancashire, & Witt1am WIxson, Preston, Lancashire, 
Bankers. Feb. 27, at 1; Manchester. Fur. Div. of sep. ests. of W. 
Clayton, of Lostock, and ‘of W. Wilson. Com. Skirrow. 

GREIG, JOHN PETER Mi Morand, Cabinet-maker, 21 Bartlett’s-bldgs., 
Holborn, and Wheatsheaf-yd., Farringdon-st. Feb. 27, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Goulburn. ‘Div. 

Grice, DanteL, Grocer, West Bromwich, Staffordshire. 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

Hasse, Gustav (G. Hasse & Co.), Merchant, 4 Railway-pl., Fenchurch-st. 
Feb, 27, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

JARDINE, THomMas, Stonemason, Liverpool. 
Com. Stevenson. Div. 

Kirkup, Magor, Brick Manufacturer, Jarrow, Durham. Feb. 23, at 11.30; 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. By adj., Last Ex. 

Krouy, SamMvet Morritz (Krohn Bros.), Merchant, Bread-st., Cheapside. 
Mar. 3, at 12; Basinghall- “st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Living, Rosert, Poult Leadenhall-market. Feb. 27, at 1.30; 


; Plymouth. Mar. 


Com. 


Mar. 3, at 12; 


Feb. 25, at 11; 


Feb. 27, at 11; Liverpool 








Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 
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MacDONALD AnGus, & ARCHIBALD CAMPBELL, Army Agents, Regent-st. 
Feb. 27, at 11.30; Basinghail-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. sep. est. of 
Campbell. 

Munton, GEORGE Octavius, Surgeon, Bourne, Lincoln. 
Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

Pearce, BENJAMIN WorKMAN, Builder, Bayham-terrace, Camdcn-town. 
Feb. 27, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Div. 

SPEEDING, THOM AS, Rope Manufacturer, Sunderland. Feb. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com, Ellison. By adi., Last Ex. 

WiiuraMs, WILLIAM, WILLIAM WILLIAMS, jun., & THomas Roger? WIL- 
uiaMs, Bankers, Newport, Monmouth. Mayr. 5, at 11; Bristol. Com. 
Hill. Final Div. sep. ests. W. Williams, sen., and W. Williams, jun. 

Wituis, Micuakz, Fire-wood Manufacturer, Shot-tower-wharf, Lambeth. 
Feb. 27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Dir. 

WooDHAMS, HENRY, Licensed Victualler, Crown, Idol-la. 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. Last Ex. 

DIVIDENDS. 
TuEspay, Feb. 3, 1857. 


23, at 12; 


Feb. 18, at 1; 


CrotcH, JoHn, Innkeeper, Okehampton, Devon. Fur. diy. 4s. 2@. irt- 
zel, Queen-st., Exeter, any Tuesday or Friday, 11 & 2. 
GATHERCOLE, James, Envelope-manufacturer, Eltham, Kent. First, 


4s. 6d. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st., any Thursday, II & 2. 

IncHAM, Rogpert, Cotton Manufacturer, Rochdale. First, lls. 6d. Her- 
naman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester, any Tuesday, 10 & 1 

Kennarp, Tuomas, Baker, 9 Brooksby-st., Liverpool-rd., Islington, and 1 
Northampton-pL, New North-rd. First, 2s. 3d. Stunsfeld, 10 Basing- 
hall-st., any Thursday, 11 & 2. ° 

MacLean, RoBert. First, 2s. 93d. 
Wednesday, 11 & 2. 


Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liverpool, any 


SHANNON, THOMAS, Manufacturer, Newton-heath, Manchester. First, 
2s, 1d. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester, any Tuesday, 10 & 1. 


TepBuTT, THOMAS, Merchan t, Manchester. First, 84¢. 
Princess-st., Manchester, any Tuesday, 10 & 1. 

Varty, THomas, & Etwin Henry OWEN, Publishers, 31 Strand. Second, 
2s. 6d. Stansfeld, 10 Basinghall-st., any Thursday, 11 & 2. 

Wacuorn, Tuomas, Draper, 170 High-st., Rochester. Second, 2d. 
feld, 10 Basinghall-st., any Thursday, 11 & 2. 

Warp, Henry ALrrep, Grease Manufacturer, Birmingham. First, 1s. 8d. 
Christie, 37 Waterioo-st., Birmingham, any Thursday, 11 & 3. 

Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 

CaRTER, WILLIAM, jun., Ironmonger, Leamington Priors, Warwick. 
First, 5s. Christie, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham, any Thursday, 
ll & 3. 

BiytH, Epwin Verpoy, & WiLtiAM Henry Goppanrp, 


Hernaman, 69 


Stans- 


Merchants, Bir- 


mingham. First, 3s. 10d. on sep. est. of Goddard, Christie, 37 Water- 
loo-st., Birmingham, any Thursday, 11 & 3. 


WaKINSHAW, JAMEs, Iron Manufacturer, Monkwearmouth. First ls. 2d. 
Baker, Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, any Saturday, 10 & 3.; 

Wittcox, Tuomas & Sons, Contractors, Bristol. Div. Is. 43d. on joint 
est. ; and 3s. 8d. on sep. est. of T. P, Willcox. Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s- 
parade, Bristol, any Wednesday, 11 & 1. 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tuespay, feb 3, 1857. 

Apams, Epcar, Laceman, North-st., Brighton. Feb. 25, at 12.30; Basing- 

st. 

BakER THomas, & James BoswE.1, Colour Manufacturers, High-st., 
Poplar. Feb. 25, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Barnes, Ropert YALLOWLEY, Floor Cloth Manufacturer, 
Feb. 25, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Evans, Henry, Grocer, Wednesbury, Staffordshire. 
Birmingham. 

RowELL, Epwarp (lately in copartnership with Joseph Potter), Bill 
Broker, Manchester. Feb. 25, at 12; Manchester. 

§SrocKBRIDGE, GEORGE (George St tockbr idge & Co.), Draper, 34 Oxford-st. 
Feb. 24, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Fripay, Jeb. 6, 1857. 

BakER, BENJAMIN, Dairyman, Combe Down, Monckton Combe, Somerset. 
Mar. 9, at 11; Bristol. 

CALLAWAY, BenJAMrIN, Builder, Southsea, Southampton. 
Basinghall-st. 

CLARK, GEORGE DELIANsoN, Newspaper Vendor, 198 Strand, & Fieldgate- 
st., Whitechapel Feb. 28, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

CoutINs. BENJAMIN, Boat Builder, Tipton, Staffordshire. Mar. 2, at 10.30; 
Birmingham. 

CoRONEL, ABRAHAM, Cigar Manufacturer, 145 Minories. 
Basinghall-st. 

Davies, FREDERICK Reap, Auctioneer, 42 Union st., 
Mar. 2, at 10; Athenzuim, Plymouth. 

Fsast, Ropert, Oil & Italian Warehouseman, 15 & 16 Finsbury-pave- 
ment, & Little Moorfields. Feb. 27, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

GWILLIAM, GEORGE, Wheelwright, Leeds-st., Liverpool. Mar. 2, at 11; 
Liverpool. 

Gwyrer, EpMUND, jun., Insurance Broker, 52 Gracechurch-st.. Feb. 27, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. 

JonEs, Wii1aM, Draper, | Broadway, Westminster. 
singhall-st. 

Jones, WILLIAM, Milliner, 101 Oxford-st. Mar. 3, at 1; 

LeyLanp. James, Beerseller, College-st., St. Helen’s, Lancashire. 
at 12; Liverpool. 

Mare, FRANCES, GeorGe Keex, & EpMunp JoHN EARDLEY MARE (John 
E. Mare & Co.), lronfounders, Plymouth. Mar. 2, at 10; Atheneum, 
Plymouth 

PARKER, ALEXANDER SmitH, Draper, 9 Buckland-st., Plymouth. 
at 10; Atheneum, Plymouth. 

Perry, THomas, Confectioner, 203 High-st., Southwark. Feb. 28, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. 

Wueen, Joun, & JoHn Matty, Joiners, Sheffield. Feb. 28, at 10; Sheffield 

WincncomBe, Henry Paitimore, Ship Broker, Swansea, Glamorgan. 
March 10, at 11; Bristol. 

INN, GEORGE, , Builder, Battesford, Lincolnsh. 
tingham. 


1l City-rd. 
Feb. 26, at 10.30; 


Feb. 28, at 1; 


Feb. 27, at 12; 


Plymouth, Devon. 


Feb. 28, at 11; Ba- 


Basinghall-st. 
Mar. 2, 


Mar. 2, 


March 3, at 10.30; Not- 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuEspAy, Feb. 3, 1857. 
Henry Bieein, & Pavut Smirn, 


Biggin, SAMUEL, Saw Manufacturers, 


Mar. 3, at 10.30; 





Sheffield. 3rd Class to Samuel Biggin & Henry Biggin, to be suspended 
for two calendar months, from Jan. 24; to Paul Smith, Ist Class. 

BLAKE, JOHN NETTERVILLE, Commission Agent, Egremont, Cheshire. 
May 23, 2nd Class. 

Comey, Joun, Draper, Dawley, Salop. Jan. 26, 3rd class. 

GYLEs, Epwarp, Apothecary, Crook, Chorley, Lancashire. 
Class. 

DELLAGANA, JAMES, & BARTHOLOMEW DELLAGANA, Stereotype Founders, 
61 Red Lion-st., Clerkenwell. Jan. 30, 2nd Class. 

DEWING, GEORGE, Printer, 5 Bath-st., Newgate-st. 
Class. 

Howeatr, Henry, & Grorce HowGate 
Converters, Sheffield. Jan. 24, Ist Class. 

How1rrt, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Sheffield. Jan. 24, Ist Class. 

Horst, ARCHIBALD, Manure Manufacturer, Bull Head Dock, Rotherhithe, 
& late of Newman’s-ct., Cornhill. Jan. 26, 2nd Class; to be suspended 
for 12 months from June i0, 1856. 

Lazarus, ABRAHAM (Lazarus & Co.), Tailor, 116 High-st., W aia 
Jan. 30, 3rd Class; to be suspended for | year from Nov. 7, 

PEVERELLE, CHARLES, & FRANCIS PEVERELLE, Hardware an wel Bir- 
mingham. Jan. 26, to Francis Peverelle, 3rd Class; to be suspended 
for 12 months. 

PuILiips,Joun, Wholesale Rag and Metal Merchant, 17 Wood-st., Clerken- 
well. Jan. 27, 2nd Class. 

PREBBLE, Tuomas, Plumber, | Clover-hill, Camden-rd., Ramsgate. Jan. 
30, 3rd Class; to be suspended for 6 months from Jan. 30. 

Stuart, WiLt1amM CHARLES, Tailor, Cambridge. Jan. 28, 2nd Class. 

Tyson, Wriu1am, Corn and Flour Dealer, Liverpool. Jan. 23, 2nd Class ; 
to be suspended for 2 years from Jan. 23, without protection. 

WankinG, WILLIAM, Chemist, 16 Crown-st., Walworth-rd. Jan. 28, 2nd 
Class. 

WixMay, Nits WILuELy, Ship Chandler, 103 Minories. 

Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 

Baker, CHAr tes Henry, & JoserH AGUILAR (Gadesden & Co.), Cement 
Manufacturers, 9 Adam-st., Adelphi. Jan 30, 3rd Class. 

Couey, Louts (Louis A. Cohen), 84 Great Bourke-st. West, Melbourne, 
Victoria, General Merchant, in copartnership with Henry Philip Cohen 
(H. P. Cohen & Co.), 56 Bishopsgate-st. Jan. 30, 2nd Class. 

sON, SAMUEL JAMeEs, Cabinet Maker, Kidderminster. Jan. 29, 3rd 


Jan. 27, 1st 





Oct. 11, 1856, 2nd 


(Howgate Brothers), Steel 


Jan. 23, Ist Class. 





Class. 
Hv.sert, Jonny, Soap Boiler, Bristol. Feb. 2, Ist Class. 
Lone, CHARLES, House Decorator, King-st., Portman-sq. Jan. 31, 3rd 

Class. 

Lone, Wittiam, Laceman, 2145 & 215 Ox 
Class, to be suspended for 12 mos. 

MACKENZIE, JAMEs, & STEPHEN CoTTON, 
30, Ist Class. 

MILLER, JoseEPpH, Common Brewer, Bevois-st., 
3rd Class. 

SEAcoLE, Mary, & Toomas Day, jun., Provision Merchants, | Tavistock- 
st., Covent-gdn., and 17 Ratcliff-ter., Goswell-rd., and late of Balaklava. 
Jan. 30, Ist Class. 

TARLINGTON, GEORGE, Lodging-house Keeper, 
land-pl. Jan. 30, 3rd Class. 

TayLor, Wri, Grocer, York. 


Ensolbents. 
Petitions to be heard at the Court Hovsr, PoRTUGAL-STREET. 
TuEspay, Feb. 3, 1857. 

ALtcorn, Jonny, Carpenter, 3 Pollen-st., Hanover-sq. 
Com. Phillips. 

Baknett, JoserH (Barnett & Co.), Toy Dealer, High-st., Bridgewater, 
Somersetshire. Feb. 19, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Bertiour, ALEXANDER FRANCISCO, Artificial Flower Dealer, 
crescent, Cripplegate. Feb. 19, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

BOATWRIGHT, WILLIAM JAMES, Clerk and Assistant in the Architect and 
Surveyors’ Office, London Docks, 5a East-rd., City-rd. Feb. 18, at 11. 
Cc. Com. Law. 

Boyce, Joun, Carpenter and Licensed Victualler, Belvidere Tavern, 
Cemetery-rd., Camberwell. Feb. 18, at 1]. Com. Murphy. 

Courtney, Ropert Lancrorp, Lighterman, and Extra Fireman to the 
London Fire Engine Establishment, Lucas-st., Paradise-st., Rother- 
hithe. Feb. 18, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Cumine, Rev. Josepn, Clerk, 103 Howard-rd., Stoke Newington (known 
there as Joseph Collins). Feb. 18, at 11. Com. Murphy. 

DrvuKker, ABRAHAM, Journeyman Cigar Maker, 12 Paternoster-row, 
Union-st., Spitalfields. Feb. 19, at 11. Coz. Phillips. 

FEATON, JOHN (trading as J. Featon), Tailor, 13 Limekiln-hill, Limehouse, 
Middlesex. Feb. 18, at 11. Com. Murphy. 

GOODALE, ANN, Schoolmistress, 13 Croom’s-hill, Greenwich. Feb. 19, at 
11. Com. Phillips. 

GREEN, WILLIAM, Horse-dealer, Nelson-yd., 
Com. Murphy. 

MiTcHELL, THomas, Foreman to a Brewer, 9 Wenlock-rd., City-rd. Feb. 
18, at 11. Com. Murphy. 

Harriss, Tuomas, Commercial Traveiler, 5 


ford-st. Dec. 30, 1856, 2nd 
Machine Makers, Leeds. Jan. 


Southampton. Jan. 30, 


28 Devonshire-st., Port- 


Jan. 30, 3rd Class. 


Feb. 19, at 11, 


19 Jewin- 


Old Kent-rd. Feb. 18, at 11. 


Albany-rd., Barnsbury. Feb. 


18, at ll. €. Com. Law. 
Jorr, JAMEs, Relieving Officer to City of London Union, 8 Lawrence 


Pountney-la., Cannon-st. Feb. 19, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Letcu, GeEorGE Byrorp, Clerk to a Surveyor, 14 New Millman-st., 
Foundling Hospital. Feb. 19, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

NuTHALL, GEORGE, Journeyman Carpenter, 2 Greville-st., Hatton-garden. 
Feb. 18, at 11. Com. Murphy. 

OuirF, Henry GEORGE, Journeyman Carpenter, 31 Ropeyard-rails, Wool- 
wich. Feb. 18, at ll. (C. Com. Law. 

REEVEs, Amos, Butcher, Borroughs, Hendon, Middlesex (there trading as 
Augustus Mills). Feb. 18, at 11. Com. Murphy. 

Rosinson, GEorGe, Collector of Rents, 10 Bryan-st., Caledonian-rd., 
Islington, and 1 Christopher-st., Hatton- garden. 

20GERs, JAMES, Comedian, 4 St. George’s Circus, Blackfriar’ s-rd. Feb. 
18, at 11. Com, Murphy. 

Ross, FREDERICK DuMARESQ, Medical Student, 6 Minerva-ter., Brixton 
rd. Feb. 18, at 11. Com. Murphy. 
Whiter, James TIDDEMAN, Tobacconis*, 

18, at 11. Com. Murphy. 


22 Davies-st., Berkeley-sq. Feb. 
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Prisoners’ Petitions ¢o be heard at the Court Hous, PORTUGAL-STREET. 
Tvespay, Feb. 3, 1857 

ABRAHAMS, ABRANAM (sued as Frederick Abrahams), Comedian, Effing- 
ham Saloon, Whitechapel-rd. Feb. 17, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Axrtuur, Avos, Omnibus Conductor, 10 Bentley’s-ter., Kingsland. Feb. 
17, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

BryANT, Tuomas, Builder, Hamilton- rd., Lower Norwood. 
C. Com. Law. 

Forp, Avcustus Freperick, Boot & Shoemaker, 59 Castle-st., & having 
a Stand at the Crystal Palace. Feb. 18, at 11. C. Com. Law. 

Hitt, GEoRGE, out of business, 7 Little New-st., Farringdon-st. 
at 10. Com. Murphy. 

MiLtarp, Josta (committed asJonah Millard), Chandler’s Shop-keeper, 
50 New-st., Upper Kennington-la., Surrey. Feb. 17, at 10. Com. 
Murphy. 

PENNINGTON, JOSEPH PERcIVAL, Journeyman for Crystal Palace Company, 
5 Oak-pl., Gipsy-rd., Lower Norwood. Feb. 17, at 10. Com. Murphy. 
PR Tom FreD (sued as J. Rodd), out of employ, 11 New-rd., Ham- 

mersm ith. Feb. 17, at 10. Com. Murphy. 
Prisoners’ Petitions heard at the County Courts, 
Turspay, Feb. 3, 1857. 

Asucrort, Cuarves, Solicitor to an Optician, previously in partnership 
with J. P. Pemberton, 1, Simpson’s-pl, Renshaw-st., Liverpool. Feb. 
17, at 12; Liverpool. 

Dorrie. D, "Winuiam Monro, Agent for the Railway Passengers Ins. 
Com., and News Agent, 3, Madrepore-pl., Fleet-st., Torquay. Feb. 17, at 
10; Exeter. 

PemBerton, THoMAs Pures, Solicitor to a Coal Merchant, previously 
in partnership with Alfred Thornton & Charles Ashcroft, 3 Knowsley- 
st., Everton, Lancaster. Feb. 17, at 12; Liverpool. 

STANNEY, Witiiam, Farmer, Chisworth, Glossop, Derby. 
Derby. 


Feb. 18, at 11. 


Feb. 17, 


Feb. 21, at 12; 


Petitions to be heard at the County Courts. 
Tvespay, Feb. 3, 1857. 

Barnes, JAMES, Painter, Summer-lane, Birmingham. Feb. 13, at 10; 
Birmingham. 

BrownsworD, SAMUEL, out of business, 21 John-st., Sutton, Prestbury. 
Feb. 12, at Il; Macclesfield. 

CHAMBERS, THOMAS, Innkeeper, Rickergate, Carlisle. Feb. 12, at 10; 
Carlisle, 

Craytox, GeorGe, Dealer in Boots and Shoes, 99 Mill-rd., Everton, Walton- 
on-' the-Hill, Lancashire. Feb. 17, at 12; Liverpool. 

Fuanepy, Joun, Reporter, 42 Canning-st., Everton, Liverpool. 
at 12; Liverpool. 

Foortit, James, Attorney-at-Law, 1 Exeter-pl., 
Feb. 21, at 12; Derby. 

GARDINER, Epwin, Clerk of Works, High-st., 
Feb. 18, at 10.45: )xford. 

Gisson, ArTHuR, Dealer in Flour, Wortham, Suffolk. 


Feb. 17, 
St. Alkmund, Derby. 
Banbury, Oxfordshire. 
Feb. 16, at 1; 


Eye. 

Pol Heyry, Cabinet-maker, Cradeley Heath, Staffordshire. Feb. 20, 
at 10; Dudley. 

Hit, THOMAS Grosvenor, Plumber, Upper Bushall-st., Walsall, Stafford- 
shire. Feb. 19, at 10; Walsall. 

Horton, Joun, G rocer, Bloxwich-rd., Walsall, Staffordshire. 
10; Walsall. 

Mackenzik, JouNn Wititam, Book Commission Agent, Diss, Norfolk. Feb. 
16, at 1; Eye. 

MARCHANT, eons Auctioneer, 9 North-st., Quadrant, Brighton. Feb. 7, 
at 10; Brighton. 


Feb. 19, at 


Mintrxctoy, Henry, Baker, Colyear-st., St. Werburgh, Derby. Feb. 21, 
at 12; Derby. 
RepMAN, JoserH Henry, Fruiterer, 16 West-hill-st., Brighton. Feb. 7, 


at 10; Brighton. 

ScHOLEFIELD, Mosrs, Licensed Victualler, Canal-st., Tipton, Staffordshire. 
Feb. 10, at 10; Dudley. 

Srevens, Cuar.es, Licensed Retailer of Wines, &c., Little Fountain 
Tavern, Warblington-st. and High-st.-rd., Portsmouth. Feb. 18, at 11; 
Portsmouth. . 

Taytor, Joux, Journeyman Baker, Shardlow, Derbyshire. 
12; Derby. 

Terry, Joun Wr.i1AMm, Coach Builder, 24, Park-st., 
10; Brighton. 

TyrRELL, JAMES, Superintending Constable of Bampton East Division, 
Witney, Oxford. Teb. 19, at 10.30; Witney. 

Woorr, Ezexien, Licensed Victualler, New Inn Public-house, South 
Aldates, Oxford. feb, 18, at 11; Oxford. 

Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 

Ax.sorp, Joun, Butcher, 34 Salop-st., Wolverhampton. 
Wolverhampton. 

Bovueu, Peter, Tailor, Chaddesley Corbett, Worcestershire. 
10; Kidderminster. 

CLosr, THomas, Bricklayer, 
Lincoln. 

Derrer, GEorcE, Porter on the Oxford, Worcester, &c., Railway, Tame- 
st., Bilston, Stafford. Feb. 24, at 10; Wolverhampton. 

GoopramM, JAMES, Grocer, Gaol-st., Great Yarmouth. Feb. 20, at 10; 
Great Yarmouth. 

Hops, JouN, sen., 
bridge. 

Jones, Davin, Blacksmith, Morriston, near Swansea, Glamorgan. Feb. 
25, at 10; Swansea. 

JONES, EpWanb, Reporter of Vessels, Pill, Somerset. 
Bristol. 

Jones, JouN, Master Tailor, Cowbridge, Glamorgansh. 
Bridgend. 

Payne, IsaBELLA, Lodging-house Keeper, 1 Beulah-ter., 
gate, Knaresborough. Feb. 13. at 11; Knaresborough. 

PREATER, WILU1AM, in no business, formerly Farmer, Bishops Cleeve, 
Gloucester. Mar. 2, at 10; Winchcombe. 

Sranrorp, Samuer, Horse Dealer, Steelhouse-lane, Wolverhampton. 
Feb. 24, at 10; Wolverhampton. 

Starkey, Joun, Licensed Retailer of Beer, Old Windmill Beer-house, 
Lower Stafford-st., Wolverhampton. Feb. 24, at 10; Wolverhampton. 
Tartor, Grorce, Carrier’s Clerk, 64 Horseley-fields, Wolverhampton. 

¥eb. 24, at 10; Wolverhampton. 





Feb. 21, at 


Brighton. Feb. 7, at 


Feb. 24, at 10; 
Feb. 18, at 


13 Grantham-st., Lincoln. Mar. 3, at 12; 


Tailor, Brierly-hill, Stafford. Feb. 23, at 10; Stour- 
Feb. 25, at 10.30; 
Feb. 20, at 11; 


Central Harro- 





Tuomas, James, Licensed Victualler & Plasterer, Swansea, Glamorgansh, 
Feb. 25, at 10; Swansea. 


Unwin, Henry, Fruiterer, High-st., Maldon, Essex. Mar. 3, at 1a; 
Maldon. 
Witx1aMs, Tomas, Journeyman Anvil Maker, Jeddo-st., Wolverhampton, 


Feb. 24, at 10; Wolverhampton. 

Witirams, WILLIAM, Finer & Beershop Keeper, 

Well. Feb. 13, at 10; Merthyr Tydfil. 
MEETINGS. 
Fripay, Feb, 6, 1857. 

Cooper, HANNAH, Grocer, Burslem, Staffordshire. 
hall, Hanley. Div. 

PoLLERTON, WitLtamM CxLayton, Engine Driver, Alma-ter., Waterside 
North, Lincoln. Mar. 3, at 12! Lincoln. irst Div. 

Scorr, CHARLEs, Brazier, 7 South Witham Bank, Lincoln. 
Lincoln. Div. 

Witson, Josuva, Mason, White Birch, Northowram, Halifax. Feb. 25, 
at 12; at the office of Holroyde, Son, & Cronhelm, Halifax, to direct 
when and where assignee shall sell real estate by auction. 

DIVIDENDS. 
Turspay, Jeb. 3, 1857. 
At ASSIGNEES OFFICE, 5 Portugal-st., between 11 & 3. 

Baker, BENJAMIN, Confectioner, Cheshunt-st., Cheshunt, Hertfordshire, 
Is. 11d. 

BRENNAN, Jomn, Lamp Manufacturer, 15 Great Sutton-st., Clerkenwell, 
2s. 34d. 

CroxForp, Curistorier, Saddler, High-st., Staines. 1s. 44d. 

Davis, JAMES, Commission Agent, 13 Jeffries-ter., Kentish Town. 9d. 

Lyons, SAMUEL, Cap Trimming Seller, 16 Union-st., Spitalfields. 8d. 

RICHARDSON, THOMAS Hope, out of business, 102 New-st., Birmingham, 
2s. 4d. 


Assiquments for Benefit of Crevitors. 
TurEspay, Feb, 3, 1857. 

Amey, Jonn, Grocer, 1 Western-st., Brighton. Jan. 28. 
Lynn, Grocer, Brighton; C. Barber, Builder, Brighton. 
22 Ship-st., Brighton. 

Biunt, STEPHEN, Contractor, Northampton. Jan. 14. Trustees, §, 
Green, Brickmaker, Upper Mounts, Northampton; W. Saull, Hotel 
Keeper, Northampton. Sols. Pywell, Willan, & Stevenson, Derngate, 
Northampton. 

Dopp, Henry, Grocer, Swansea, Glamorgan. Jan. 16. Trustee, J, 
Baily, Wholesale Grocer, Bristol. Sol. Trenerry, 1 Nicholas-st., Bristol. 

PARKER, WILLIAM EpwArp, Yeoman, Winterbourne, Gloucester. Jan. 16, 
Trustees, %. Bennett, Yeoman, Wickwar, Gloucester; C. Barton, Yeo- 
man, Shirehampton, Gloucester. Sols. King, Bristol; & Thurston, 
Thornbury, Gloucester. 

Warts, JAMES WILLIAM, Gutta Percha & India Rubber Dealer, 27 City- 
road. Jan. 30. Trustee, H. R. Watts, Wine & Spirit Merchant, 
63 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. So/. Berry, 27 Bucklersbury. 

WILrorpb, ALrorp, Leather Cutter, 83 Harrow-rd., Paddington. Jan. 7. 
Trustees, P. M‘Caffrey, Leather Merchant, 13 Bolwell-ter., Lambeth- 
walk; T. Bacon, Leather Merchant, Church-st., St. John’s, Bermondsey. 
Sol. Richardson, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. Indenture lies at offices of 
Caster & Co., Public Accountants, 13 Old Jewry-chambers. 

Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 

BAKER, Rosert, Linen Draper, Yarmouth. Feb. 4. Z'rustees, Thomas 
Brightwen, Esq., Great Yarmouth; Charles Moore, Woollen Draper, 
Great Yarmouth. Sols. Worship & Squire, Great Yarmouth. 

Davip, Tomas, Publican, Mynydd Kenfig, Glamorgan. Jan. 24, 
Trustees, R. Evans, Auctioneer, Bridgend, Glamorgan; M. Phillips, 
Wine and Spirit Merchant, Bridgend. Sol. Verity, Bridgend. 

Davison, Jouy, Chain and Anchor Manufacturer, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Jan. 28. Trustee, Joseph Staniland, Accountant, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Sols. Robinson & Atkinson, Hull and Beverley. 

Dickens, AUGUstus NEWNHAM, Gent., 6 Lee-ter., Kent. Jan. 26. Trustee, 
Miles Beale, Navy Agent, 15 Surrey-st., Strand. So/. Freeman, Il 
Bucklersbury. Meeting of Creditors on Feb. 10, at 12; at 11 Bucklers- 
bury. 

Drxon, Jacon, Cabinet Maker, 2 Saville-st., Kingston-upon-Hull. Feb. 4. 
Trustee, Charles Johnson, Public Accountant, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Sols. Lee & Lee, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Grocock, Joun, Auctioneer, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
Joseph Staniland, Accountant, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Atkinson, Hull and Beverley. 

Lovett, Mary, Baker, Hartlepool, Durham. Jan. 9. Trustees, William 
Lisle, Miller, Middleton-in-Stranton, Durham; John Chapman, Grocer, 


toller's Arms, Tydfils 


Feb. 17, at 10; Town. 


Mar. 3, at 12; 





Trustees, J. 
Sol. Kennett, 


Jan. 20. Trustee, 
Sols, Robinson & 


Hartlepool. Sol. Belk, Hartlepool. 
Pore, Henry, Stationer, 22 Budge-row, Walbrook. Jan. 31. Trustees, 
Mark Eagles Marsden, Wholesale Stationer, 26 Budge-row; Frederick 


Pope. Gent., Brentford, Middlesex. 
Indenture lies at office of M. E. Marsden, 26 Budge-row. 

Scorr, WitutamM, Licensed Victualler, Kirton-in-Lindsey, Lincoln. 
Jan. 16. Z'rustees, G. Harvey, Spirit Merchant, Newark-upon-Trent; 
J. Spinks, Grocer, Gainsborough. So/. Worsley, Gainsborough. 

Sprices, Joun, Farmer, Arnesby, Leicester. Jan. 17. Trustee, Thomas 


Sol. Hopwood, 47 Chancery-lane. 


Timms Battams, Farmer, Hardingstone, Northampton. Sol. Mash, 
Lutterworth. 
Vincer, Joun, Blacksmith, Peasmarsh, Sussex. Jan. 31. Trustees, G. 


Edwards, Draper, 
Sol. Dawes, Rye. 
WixsTaNnLey, JAMES, Draper, 
A. Winstanley, Druggist, 

under-Lyne. 

Wyvitt, Wiiiram, Ironmonger, Bradford, York. 
W. Blackburn, Accountant, Bradford. 
Darley-st., Bradford. 


Rye, Sussex; J. Batcheler, Brewer, Rye, Sussex. 
Ashton-under-Lyne. Jan. 17. Trustee, 
Ashton-under-Lyne. Sol. Lord, Ashton- 


Dec. 29 Trustee, H. 
Indenture lies with Blackburn, 


DIVIDEND. 

Jones, JOSEPH GorDON, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, Bradford, Wilts 
First, 9s. Will be declared Feb. 17. Sol. W. Stone, Woolley-st., Brad- 
ford. Creditors not executing deed of assignment on or before Feb. 
14 will be excluded. 


Partnerships Dissolbey. 
Turspay, Feb. 3, 157. 
Banister, Hvcn, & Joun M‘Murpre, Ship — Lytham, Lancashire. 
Debts received and paid by M‘Murdie. Jan. 3 
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Bayits, THomas, & Munco Morton Murr, Dyers and Drysalters, Kid- 
derminster. Debts received and paid by Baylis. Jan. 30. 

Bourne, Rosert, & C. B. Ettiorr, Land Agents, Bridgetown, Berry 
Pomeroy, Devon; and Lime Burners, at Sandwell. Debts received and 
paid by Bourne. Jan, 21. 

Capmany, Epwin, & Henry Capmany (C. Cadman & Sons), Steel and File 
Manufacturers, Sheffield. Debts received and paid by H. Cadman. 
Dee. 31. 

Cor, James, sen., & James Cor, jun. (Coe & Son), Architects, 1 Carpen- 
ters-bldgs., London-wall. Jan. 30. 

Core, WiLL1aAM, & GeorGe Catt, Corn and Coal Merchants, Newhaven, 
Sussex. Debts received and paid by Cole. Jan. 28. 

CULVERHOUSE, WILLIAM, & JOHN NICHOLSON, Contractors, Finchley, 
Middlesex. Feb. 2. 

Darwin, Tuomas, & Fanny Darwin, SAMUEL DARwiIn & Henry DARWIN 
(Darwin & Co.), Exors. of J. Darwin, Ironfounders, Queen’s Foundry, 
Sheffield. Debts received and paid by T. Darwin. Jan. 28, 

Dawson, THomas, & JonN Brown, Railway Key and Nail Manufacturers, 
Low Ford Saw Mill, South Hylton. Debts received and paid by Browne. 
Jan. 1. 

Drew, Robert, & GeorGe WILLIAM LAnGRIDGE (Drew, Nephew, & Co.), 
Stay Manufacturers, Trim-st., Bath. Jan. 31. 

GeppEs, JonN, sen., THomaAs MILLWARD GEDDES, & JOHN GEDDEs, jun. 
(J. Geddes & Sons), Grocers, Warrington, Lancashire; as regards T. 
M. Geddes. Debts received and paid by J. Geddes, sen., & J. Geddes, 
jun. Jan. 31. 

Goprrey, Henry WILLIAM, & LEONARD Goprrey, Builders, Henley-on- 
Thames. Debts received and paid by L. Godfrey. Jan. 31. 

GREEN, EpwWarRD, & VALENTINE GREEN, Wine and Spirit Merchants, 
Worcester. Debts received and paid by E. Green. Jan. 31. 

GreG, JouNn, & RoBerr BIcKERDIKE (John Greg & Co.), Cotton Manu- 
facturers, Caton and Lancaster. Jan. 5. 

Gunpky GEORGE, & JouN BERRIMAN SwitH, Grocers, Devizes, Wilts. 
Jan. 31. 

Hanson, Cuarves, & Ricnarp JENKIN PotyGLasE, Gunmakers, Atlas 
Works, Borough-road. Jan. 30. 

HitkeN, Henry, & JOHN BRoCKLEBANK Woop, General Painters, King- 
ston-upon-Hull. Jan. 31 

Jackson, THomas, & James Jackson (T. & J. Jackson), Corn Dealers, 
Castle Mills, within Hale, Chester. Debts received and paid by T. 
Jackson & R. Jackson, late of Ashley, who carry on the business. 
March 25. 

Kay, WILLIAM Spencer, & James Kay (Wim. Kay & Sons), Cotton Spin- 
ners and Cotton Manufacturers, Woolfold, Bury, and Manchester. Debts 
received and paid by W. S. Kay. Dec. 31. 

Parmer, CHAnLes H., & THomas HatcHARD PALMER (C. & T. H. Palmer), 
Booksellers, 55 Gracechurch-st. Debts received and paid by T. H. 
Palmer. Jan. 31. 

Rogers, SARAH, WILLIAM WarWICKER, & JoHN CLARK (Rogers & Clark), 
as Exors. of Robert Rogers, Printers, Newmarket, Suffolk. Jan. 1. 

SCHOFIELD, JOHN, JAMES SCHOFIELD, THOMAS SCHOFIELD, JosEPH SCHO- 
FIELD, ABRAHAM SCHOFIELD, DAVID SCHOFIELD, WILLIAM SCHOFIELD, 
&James TayLtor (John Schofield & Bros.), Millwrights, Bagslate, 
Rochdale, Lancashire; as regards W. Schofield & J. Taylor. Dec. 8. 

Seupox, Rozvert, & Tuomas Jounson, Ship and Insurance Brokers, 
148 Leadenhall-st. Jan. 31. 

Suitn, Josern, & Josepu Dovcury, Rifle Barrel Makers, Birmingham. 
Debts received and paid by Smith. Jan. 31. 

Summers, ELIzABETH, & Mary Harriet STEVENS, 
Parade, Rhyl, Flint. Debts received and paid by Summers. Jan. 28. 

THORNTON, ROBERT, JOSEPH CL EMENTSON, THOMAS THORNTON, & JOSEPH 
PritcHarp (R. Thornton & Co.), Grocers, Liverpool Oct. 7, 1856. 

Turner, RicHarD, & RicHarp Turner, jun. (Turner & Son), Paper 
Manufacturers, Ashprington and Cornworthy, Devon. Jan. 28. 

Vickers, MARK, & WiILLtamM CLarRkKson, Bricklayers, Liverpool. 
received and paid by Vickers. Jan. 29. 

WHINFIELD, CHARLES EpGar, & STEPHEN WinGate, Chemists and Drug- 
gists, Gloucester. Debts received and paid by Wingate. Dec. 31. 

WicraLt, Ropert, & Joun Wine Unwin (R. Wigfall & Co., and J. W. 
Unwin & Co.), Fiour and General Provision Dealers, Sheffield. Debts 
received and paid by Wigfall. Jan. 30. 

Wirenny, Joun, & Ext Wixrenny (J. Wimpenny & Son), Woollen 
Cloth Manufacturers, Hinchliffe Mill, ‘Austoniey, ‘Almondbury, York- 
shire. Debts received and paid by E. Wimpenny. Jan. 28. 

Woopyarp, James Bensamin, & WILLIAM ENGLAND (Woodyard & Co.), 
Curriers, Saint Martin, Oak-st., Norwich. Debts received and paid by 
Woodyard. Jan. 29. 


Innkeepers, East 


Debts 


Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 


Ansorr, Wituiam, & JosepH LarHaM, Quarrymen, Dalton, Lancaster. 
feb, 2. 

Asupy, Josern, & CHArLes Garton, Common Carriers, 20 Pudding-la., 
Eastcheap. Debts received and paid by Garton. Jan. 26. 

Barry, JoHn, & Joun Frosv Ropp (Barry, Rodd, & Co.), Ship-brokers, 
137 High-st.-west., Sunderland. Debts received and paid by Rodd. 
Jan. 31. 

Cuarman, Jonny, & Tnomas Furniss, Skate and Joiners’ Tool Manufac- 
turers, Sheffield, York. Debts received and paid by Furniss. Feb. 4 
FLetcHEeR, GeEorGE, & ALFRED FLETCHER, Pawnbrokers, Nottingham. 

Debts received and paid by A. Fletcher. Dee. 31. 

Hottiws, Henry, & Samuxi, Houirys, jun. (Samuel Hollins, jun., & Co.), 
Merino — Manchester. Debts received and paid by S. Hollins, 
jun. Jan. 3 

Lerts, FRE leone & WittiaM JOHN CARPENTER, Potters, Albert Pottery, 
High-st., Lambeth. Jan. 14. 

MELLor, Grorcr, Henry CoLsELL, Jonn WaLiry, & Jonn Bourton 
(Mellor, Colsell, & Co.), Wharfingers, Stoke-upon-Trent; as regards J. 
Boulton. Feb. 4. 

Morris, Trworny, & Witiram Jonnson (Morris & Co.), Philosophical In- 
strument Makers, Market-st., Birmingham. Debts received and paid 
by Morris. June 25. 

Morrison, James, CHARLES WILLIAM BELL, Wint1Am Morrison BEL, 
ANNE FENWICK, ExizaBetH Fenwick, & JosepH Taompson, Lead 
Miners, Cross-fell, Cumberland ; as relates to A. Fenwick, E. Fenwick, 
and J. Thompson. Feb. 2. 

OlDaLe, Wittram, & Grorcs Goopwiy, Tanners, Eckington, Derby. 
June 30, 1852, 





PEMBERTON, ScarRBOROUGH, JosEPH AusTIN, & JouN Stppatt (S. Pem- 
berton & Co.), Cloth Finishers, Leeds ; as concerns J. Siddall. Feb. 3. 
Puitires, Epwin ArpeN, & WILLIAM Puiturrs, Jewellers, New John-st.- 
west, Birmingham. Debts received and paid by E. A. Phillips. Feb. 2. 
Piuuine, James, & THomas Pititine (James Pilling & Co.), Woollen 


Manufacturers, Lee Mill, Shaw Clough, Rochdale, Lancashire. Debts 
received and paid by J. Pilling. Feb. 2 
Reap, Samuet, & WILLIAM GrRIMSTEAD, Grocers, Shirley, y ae 


Southampton. Debts received and paid by Grimstead. Feb. 4 

Rump James, & Rosert Revsen Rump, Carpenters, St. Clement, Nor- 
wich. Debts received and paid by R. R. Rump. Jan. 3 

Seymour, THomAas HEARNE, sen., & THomas HEARNE , (Sey- 
mour & Son), Grocers, Thame, Oxford. Debts received and paid by T. 
H. Seymour, sen. Feb. 2. 

SHEWELL, THomas, & Ropert Suiru, Woollen Drapers, Ipswich. Jan. 31. 

Situ, THomas, & FreDERICK Knicut, Wholesale Confectioners, 11 & 12 
Frederick-pL, Goswell-rd. Debts received and paid by Smith. Feb. 3. 

Stycne, Harriot, & Henry Grey, Carpenters, Flask-walk. Debts re- 
ceiv ed and pa aid by Styche. Jan. 31. 

TapMaN, RicHarp, & MicuHart TapMAN (Tadman, Brothers), Drapers, 
50 Market-place, Kingston-upor-Hull. Jan. 15. 

TAYLOR, JONATHAN WAINWRIGHT, & WILLIAM TayLorn Waite (W. T. 
White & Co.), Grease Manufacturers, York and Leeds. Debts received 
and paid by White. Feb. 3. 

TayLor, Row.anp, & CHARLES Ho_man, Drapers, Herne Bay. 
received and paid by Taylor. Feb. 4. 

West, WiLtram, & Wi.t1am GarMENT, Carmen, Crutched Friars. Feb. 6. 

Woop, Joun (H. & T. Wood & Co.), Warehousemen, 22 Watling-st., & 
Red Lion-et. As relates to J. Wood. Debts received and paid by H. 
Wood. Dec. 30. 

Wricat, Writr1am, James Myatt, RicHarD TurRNER, & SAMUEL Buck- 
LEY, Waste Dealers, Cross-st., Gleenacres Moor, Oldham, Lancaster. 
As respects Wright. Debts paid and received by Turner and Buckley. 
Jan. 21. 


Crevitors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Tuespay, Fed. 3, 1857. 

BEcKWITH, GEORGE WooLER (who died in Dec., 1855), Merchant, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 4, at Master 
of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

CHURCHWARD, JoHN (who died in Aug., 1852), Yeoman, Stoke Gabriel, 
Devon. Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 20, at V.C. Wood's 
Chambers. 

Co.tLetr, Jonn (who died in Nov., 1856), Esq., Upper Belgrave-st., Bel- 
grave-sq., & Arnewood, Lymington, Hants. Cteditors and incumbrancers 
to come in on or before Mar. 2, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Donkin ANNA Maria (who died in Oct., 1855), Widow, 8 Wilton-crescent. 
Creditors or claimants to come in on or before Mar. 2, at V.C. Kinders- 
ley’s Chambers. 

Evans, CHanLes HENRY (who died in Nov., —_ Esq., Plasgwyn, An- 
glesey. Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 2, at V.C. Kindersley's 
Chambers. 

Twiss, Horace (who died in May, 1849), Esq., Q.C., Inner Temple. 
Creditors or claimants to come in on or before Mar. 7, at V.C. Kin- 
dersley’s Chambers. 

Vowr, Tuomas (who died in Dec., 1855), Esq. ” Hallaton, Leicester. 
Creditors or claimants to come in on before Mar. 7, at V.C. Kindersley’s 
Chambers. 

Youne, Witttam Ocston, & Geonce WooLer Beckwitn, deceased (in 
respect of losses on policies in their names between May 4, 1854, & 
Dec. 12, 1855), Underwriting Partnership. Creditors to come in on 
or before Mar. 4, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Fray, Feb. 6, 1857. 

Ernst, Peter (who died in Feb. 1845), Hackney-wick. Creditors tocome 
in on or before Mar. 10, at Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Harman, Henry (who died in May, 1856), Gent., 4 Commercial-quay, 
Dover, formerly of Waddon, Croydon. Creditors to come in on or 
before Mar. 21, at V. C. Stuart's Chambers. 

JEwson, Joun (who died in June, 1856), late of Pullin’s-row, Islington. 
Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 17, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 
Norey, SamMvuet (who died on June 15, 1843), Gent., Stone-next-Dartford, 
Kent. Creditors and incumbrancers to come in on or before Mar. 4. at 

V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Oxtive, James (who died in July, 1856), Victualler, Peter-st., Bristol. 
Creditors and incumbrancers to come in on or before Mar. 16, at V. C. 
Stuart’s Chambers. 

Putures, Joun (who died in Dec. 1821), Shipwright, Chatham. Creditors 
to come in on or before Mar. 2, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

Rovunce, Wiu.t1am (who died on April 12, 1829), Farmer, Rushmore, 
Suffolk. Creditors to come in on or before Feb. 21, at V. C. Kindersley’s 
Chambers. 

SHEPHERD, Epwarp Rosert (who died in Mar. 1854), Esq., Newington- 
pl, Kennington-rd. Creditors to come in on or before Mar. 11, at V. C. 
Stuart’s Chambers. 

TayYLor, JoHN (who died on Sept. 15, 1855), Yeoman, Laneast, Cornwall, 
and Merchant, Halton-quay. Creditors and incumbrancers to come in 
on or before Mar. 16, at V. C. Stuart's Chambers. 


Wiinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, Feb. 6. 1857. 

EsGarr LLEE Mrixtnc CoMPANY. —A Petition for w inding-up this Company 
was presented, on Feb. 2, by J. Stride, 49 Dover-st., Piccadilly, which 
will be heard before V. C. Wood on Feb. 14.—/.. Hatton, Solicitor for the 
Petitioner, 17 Essex-st., Strand. 

Lake Batuurst AUSTRALASIAN GOLD Mrntinc Company.—V. C. Wood has 
appointed W. Turquand, Accountant, 13 Old Jewry-chambers, Off. Man. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
Turspay, Feb. 3, 1857. 
CuAtMErs, Joun, Draper, Blairgowrie, Perth. Feb. 14, at 1, Procurators' 
Library, County-bldgs., Perth. Seq. Jan. 31. 
Donatpson, WiLt1aM, Tailor, Edinburgh. Feb. 
Rooms, George-st., Edinburgh. Seq. Jan. 29. 
Fercuson, Jon, Grocer, Bridge of Allan, Logie, Stirling. Feb. 11, at 12, 
Star Hotel, Stirling. Seg. Jan. 31. 
Frivay, Feb. 6, 1857. 
Crark, Evan, Tacksman, Kingussie, Inverness. 
Gordon's Hotel, Kingussie. Seg. Feb. 2 


Accounts 


9, at 2, Dowells & Lyon's 


Feb. 10, at 1, Duke of 
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HamMILtTon, James, Grocer, Glasgow. Feb. 12, at 1, 
Glasgow Hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. Seg. Feb. 2. 

RoxsurGH, ADAM, AGNES ELLEs M‘Lay, & AGNES Mitter (Roxburgh & 
Co.), Milliners and Dress Makers, Glasgow, residing at Snabhead, near 
Stirling. Feb. 13, at 1, Stock Exchange, Glasgow. Seq. Feb. 2. 

TassiIE, GEORGE Avaustus, Commission Merchant, Glasgow. Feb. 14, at 
12, Procurators’ Hall, St. George-pl., Glasgow. Se q. Feb. 

TaYseN, PETER, Merchant, Leith, Feb 10, at 1, New Ship Hotel, 20 
Shore, Leith. Seg. Feb. 2. 


Scotch Partnerships Dissolbey. 
TurEspay, Feb. 3, 1857. 

ARMITSTEAD, GEORGE, JAMES HorspurGH, & Writ1am Henry (Armit- 
stead & Co.), Merchants, Dundee, and 21 Old Broad-st., London; as 
concerns William Henry. Jan. 14 

Fripay, Feb. 6, 1857. 

MittER, Ropert, Ropert Appie, & Patrick RANKIN (Addie, Miller, & 
Rankin, or The Langloan Iron Company), Ironmasters, Glasgow, & at 
Langloan ; as sense R. Miller. Dee. 31, 1853. 


Edinburgh and 





ENGLISH AND SCOTTISH 
LAW LIFE ASSURANCE ASSOCIATION. 


LONDON: 12, WATERLOO PLACE. 
120, PRINCES ST.—Giascow: ST. VINCENT ST. 
ESTABLISHED 1838. 


Subscribed Capital, ONE MILLION. 


TRUSTEES. 
The Hon. Lord Wood, one of the Judges of the Court of Sessions in Scotland. 
The Hon. Lord Benholme, one of the Judges of the Court of Sessions in 
Scotland. 
The Right Hon. James Stuart Wortley, M.P., her Majesty's Solicitor-Gen. 
Mr. Serjeant Merewether, Town Clerk of the City of London. 
Anthony Murray, of Dollerie, Esq., W.S. 
William Dugmore, Esq. 
Edward Kent Karslake, Esq. 
DIRECTORS IN LONDON. 
The Right Hon. the Lord ai Frederick James Fuller, Esq. 
William John Alexander, Esq., Q.C. James M‘Mahon, Esq. 
Sir Robert W. C. Brownrigg, — | George W. Sanders, Esq. 
Frederick William Caldwell, Esq. William H. Shippard, Esq. 
Henry Charles Chilton, Esq. | Charles S. Whitmore, Esq., Q.C. 
John William Fisher, Esa. | tenry Wordsworth, Esq. 
DIRECTORS IN EDINBURGH. 
Chas. Baillie, Esq., Advocate, Sheriff | James Steuart, Esq., W.S. 

of Stirlingshire. Ralph Erskine Scott, Esq. 

William Smyth, of Methven, Esq., | Alexander Hamilton, Esq., W.S. 

Advocate. | James Adam, Esq., 8.S.C. 

Archibald T. Boyle, Esq., Advocate. | J. Beatson Bell,of Glenfarg,Esq.,W.S. 
Messrs. Hope & Mackay, Secretaries to the Edinburgh Board. 
ManaGeR—William Smith, Esq., Edinburgh. 
Soricrrors—Messrs. Rymer, Murray, Rymer, & Jackson, 5, Whitehall ; 
Messrs. Hope & Mackay, W.S., 119, Princes-street, Edinburgh. 
Actuary—J. HILL WILLIAMS, Esq. 

The business of this Office embraces every description of risk contingent 
upon Life, whether Civil, Naval, or Military, at Home or Abroad; Imme- 
diate, Deferred, and Contingent Annuities. 

A liberal System of Loan, in connexion with Life Assurance, on Per- 
sonal or other Security. 


QUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, for Assuring the Lives of Persons in every profession 
and station, wherever resident. Offices:—No. 26, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
London. Capital, One Million, in 10,000 Shares of £100 each. 
TRUSTEES. 
the Lord High The Hon. Mr. Justice Erle. 
Nassau William Senior, Esq. 
Charles Purton Cooper, Esq., Q.C, 
LL.D., F.R.S. 

George Capron, Esq. 


EDINBURGH: 





The Right Hon. 
Chancellor. 
The Right Hon. Lord Monteagle. 
The Right Hon. the Lord Chief 
Baron. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice Coleridge. 
DIRECTORS. 
Chairman.—Nassau W. Senior, Esq. 
Deputy-Chairman.— George Lake Russell, Esq. 
J. E. Armstrong, Esq. John H. Koe, Esq., Q.C. 
R. J. P. Broughton, Esq. John Lucas, Esq. 
John M. Clabon, Esq. Charles Henry : Esq. 
Mr. Serjeant Clarke. Edmund F. Moore, Esq. 
John Ellis Clowes, Es George W. K. Potter, Esq. 
Charles J. Dimond, E W. B.S. Rackham, Esq. 
Sir F. Dwarris, F.R.S. George Robins, Esq. 
William Edward Hilliard, Esq. A. H. Shadwell, Esq. 
N. Hollingsworth, Esq. Richard Smith, Jun., Esq. 
T. Glover Kensit, Esq. | E,. Wilbraham, Esq., Q.C. 
AUDITORS. 
Robert J. Phillimore, D.C.L., 
i Eric Rudd, Esq. 
SOLICITORS. 
Messrs. Rooper, Birch, Ingram, and Whately, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
EXAMPLES OF THE BONUS UPON POLICIES DECLARED TO THE 31sT 
DECEMBER, 1854:— 


John Boodle, Esq. M.P 


Alexander Edgell, Esq. 





Date of Policy... | 18th March, 1845.} 24th April, 1845. | 7th Nov. 1845. 
Age at Entry...... 30. 
Annual Premium } £25 7 6 
Sum Assured £1000 0 0 
Bonus added. £157 10 0 

Copies of the last Report, Prospectuses, ande every informantion, may be 
had upon written or personal application to the Office. 

ARTHUR H. BAILEY, Actuary and Secretary. 


£35 16 8 £49 ‘8 4 
£1000 0 0 £1000 0 0 
£184 0 0 £211 10 0 














~TATE FIRE 


No. 3, Pall Mall East, London, S. W 
(Head Office). 

No. 2, St. Andrew-square, 
burgh. 


INSURANCE 


No. 202, Union-street, Aberdeen, © 

No. 8, Cherry-street, Birmingham, | 

No. 9, Pavilion-buildings, Brighte 

No. 64, High-street, Lewes. 

Incorporated by Act of Parliament. 
CAPITAL, £500,000 (with power to increase to £2,000,000.) 
Every description of Fire Insurance may be effected with this Company, 
ettled with promptitude and liberality. 

PETER MORRISON, 


Edin- 


Managing Director, 





ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
_- REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIE' 
Offices, 68, Chancery-lane, London. 
TRUSTEES. 
the Lord Chief | The Hon. W. C. Spring Rice. 
Baron. Nassau W. Senior Esq. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Coleridge. John Ellis Clowes, Esq. 
Chairman—RvssELL GURNEY, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of London, 
Deputy-Chairman—Nassav W. Senror, Esq., Hyde-park-gate. 

Annuities and Endowments granted on favourable terms, 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased, and annuities granted in 
change for Reversions. 

Forms and Prospectuses may be had on application to the Secretary, 
the offices of the Society. 


The Right Hon. 





k lo STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE (CQ 
Established 1825. 
GOVERNOR. 

His Grace the Duke of Buccleuch and Queensberry. 
DEPUTY-GOVERNOR. 

The Right Hon. the Earl of Elgin and Kincardine. 

CHAIRMAN OF THE LONDON BOARD. 
The Right Hon. the Earl of Aberdeen. 

ORDINARY DIRECTORS, 

Thomas H. Brooking, Esq., 14, New | I. H. Plowes, Esq., 64, Broad-st 
Broad-street. John Scott, Esq., 4, Hyde P 
John Griffith Frith, Esq., Austin street. J 

Friars. Sir Anthony Oliphant, C.B., 
Alexander Gillespie, Esq., 3, Francis Le Breton, Esq., 3, Cro 
ter-court. square. 
RESIDENT SECRETARY. 
H. Jones Williams. 
INSPECTOR OF AGENCIES. 
William Bentham. 
Results of the Year ending November 15th, 1855 
Sums proposed for Assurance ats ae Pe «» £716,383 7 
New Assurances Effected ... ae +» £609,323 717 
Corresponding Annual Premiums on new ‘Assur: ances «. £20,047 18 
Claims by Death during the year, exclusive of Bonus 
Additions... sae - 
Annual Income as at the date: of Balance .. eee ead 


Billi- 


£75,640 8 
£237,450 1 
Total Amount Assured, in force at 15th Nov., 1855 —... £5,556,106 17 
Number of Policies in force ... g 

OnE DISTINCTIVE FEATURE of the “Company, the operation “oF which i 
contributed in a marked degree to the great success of the Institution, 
the mode pursued in the Division of Profits,—the Divisions are made 
intervals of five years, and the system is such that the greatest benef 
are derived by those Members whose Policies are maintained for 
longest period ; in other words, those who pay most Premiums. 


EXAMPLES OF BONUS ALREADY DECLARED. 





Bonus Additions Sum i a Polen 


to 1855. 


: Sum in | i 
a licy. 
Date of Policy. Policy 


Bonus. Additied 2 





1825 
1830 

1835...) 
1840. ...| 
1845. ...| 
1850...) 


£1000 | £1152 0 
1000 867 0 
1000 582 0 
1000 347 0 
1000 | 174 10 
1000 | 64 0 


"£0152 0 
1867 0 
1582 0 
1347 0 
1174 10 
1064 0 


15th Nov. 


| 

| 

} 

| 

| } 
= =I t 

| 

A 





The terms and conditions of the STANDARD are peculiarly suited @ 
those who seek to make the contract of Assurance available as a sect 
Liberal surrender values allowed. Commission allowed to Solicit 
First-class applications for agencies in towns where the Company is 
represented will meet with attention. 
WILL. THOS THOMSON, Manager. 
H. JONES WILLIAMS, Resident Secretary. 
London, 82, King William-street. Edinburgh, 3, George-street. 
_ an 


)UROPEAN LIFE INSURANCE and ANN 

4 COMPANY, 10, Chatham-place, Blackfriars, London, E.C. 
lished January, #£19. 

Empowered by special Act of Parliament. 

Since the establishment of the Company, about £860,000 have beet 
paid for Claims and Surrenders. 

The paid-up capital exceeds £100,000, ’ 

During the six years ending 1855, Two thousand one hund 
and sixteen new Policies have been issued, insuring the sum 
One Million One Hundred and Fifty-six Thousand Sevel 
Hundred and Forty-four Pounds. 

The ordinary commission payabie to Solicitors upon Whole Term fhe 
surances is allowed to be commuted by them upon very liberal terms 

Prospectuses and forms of proposal may be had on application to 

WILLIAM BARTON FORD, Secretary. 


ig 




















